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The Times
June’ 5 1956

Huve we, at last, got“#h duthentic
text of MR, KHRUSHCHEY'S famous
speech denouncing StaLn ¢ The State

~DPepartment admits that it cannot be
quite sure.  Nor can it say precisely how
_.or where the text which it issued yester-
“day came ‘iato its_hands, The source
was * confidential,” as it was bound to
- be, . Yet thére is:some external evidence
to suggest that the text is, at any rate,
very near the truth.  Apparentfy it came,
from a copy sent to' a Communist Party
ouiside Russia. In support of this it
has been. known for some- time that
coptes were, in fact, sent to several Com-
munist headquarters in Europe and else-
where, And the State Department. text
‘is in line with party members' guarded
comments on what their own text ¢on-
taincd, both positively and negatively.
The. substance is repeated; and some
passages in.the first versions published
in the west which Communists privately
said at the time were incorrect do not
appear in the Washington version.
Finally, the new text is in MR
KHRUSHCHEV'S 1diom. S

Many have wondered why Moscow
has not issued its own text of a speech
that has been so much discussed across
the wotld, It may do so wow, but
hitherto the explanation has been 1hat
the speéch made disclosures of a state
of affairs which the Soviet leaders may
publicly and . officially denounce in

eneral terms, but of which they ai¢  on the army: and they feared that

ashamed. After all, they lived under
STaLiN. They joined in the adulations of
the demigod. They now say that they
lived in fear of their lives.” Even so,
‘1o issue a full official text of Mg
Knrusucney's detailed account of the
Stalin terror would' mean portraying
themselves in the most unflattgring and
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~nherolc Tight.” Possibly they are Waii-
“ing-to give. (o the world a fuller and

roumler picture of the Stalin cra and
their part in it

The immediate question is. why Mr.
KHRUSHCHEY spoke as violently as he
did. There are three main answers. First,
ihe nature of the Stalin tyranny, in all
its ruthlessness, was known to most of
the. Russiun people, except the very
young and-the invincibly ignorast and
fanatic. U his successors were to make
a new start, they had to let it be known

that they, too, saw STALIN as the tyrant.
Workers in Russia were, in fact, given-

the gist of MR, Knrusiicney's denun-
clation soon after it was made. Secondly,
sp long as the Stalin myth continued,
with him left on a pedestal as the man
who decided afl things—even the
terrible things as wéll as the undoubted
works of construction—his successors

would appear as lesser men. ‘Thirdly,
Cand o most important of  all, Mg

Kurusienry  deliberately set out to
show the evils unleashed when one man
gains unbridled control of the life and
dexth of millions. He himself explicitly
draws the lesson: “We must abolish
the cult of the individual decisively, onco

and for all.”” Probably the new leaders

were partly forced . inte * collective
leadership ™ through  mutual  seturity.
Even after the fall of Beria (supreme
over the secret police) there were
latent rivalriés, some relying directly
oh the party organization, some more

a direct claim for supreme leadership
by any one of them would precipitate a
clush.  The exposure of the Stalin
tyranny is used as a warning to them all.
Yet, in spite of recent relaxations, much

. remains to be dore in altering the stiug. -

ture of the State to substantiate their
present claims.
i
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“The Tinea

-June 7 1956

' THE OMISSIONS OF
‘MR. KHRUSHCHEV

[ e t
MANY REFORMS STILL
. NEEDED

EROA OLR DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENY

"~ The Foreign Office has been reluctant
o comment on the version of Mr.
Khrushchey's spezch denouncing Stalin
- which was made public on Monday by
' \lre State Department in Washington, but
it may be assumed that neither the British
npr the American Government has any
_ reason to doubt its authenticity, though
it may not be complete. ' .
It is believed to have been sent from
- Moscow to the headanarters of some Com-
munist pasties outside  Rusaia—-bul not,
aceording to the British Communisz head-
" quarters, to London. The main theme of
‘most_observers has scemed 1o be thankful-
ness -at the repudiation of the Stalin era,
“bhut"many were alse peinting out cartain
omissions 0 the denunciation.  Mr.
Khrushchey denoineed the mass deporta-
tiony of certain Caucasian nationals in 1943-
34, bt thers was. agpagently no reference
to lh'n:;r@?nations By the NK.V.D. from
zd e \.'? "Poland in the summer of 1941
hu;v. 5 o tion by. Sovict "
Jpestion - of prevear ans
"t geportarions from the Baltic States Salbths -
- “also to bavg beptiomitted  General Sevoy, -
. who was jn
favpur voder ty
.scems 10 have bee : .
~“autack Stalin’s policy oo hard at points.
< where  present ™S AFS
- dircglly implicated, ‘

.

. - a0 2
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/" STALIN'S SECRETARY

Mr. Khrushchev seemed to cxcuse rather
than to justify the present leaders for their

conduct under Stalin. Hg said thai some
seven-tenths of the central commiuce of
1934 were arrested and shot.. One of them.
Kossior, who was liguidated in 1938, was
Mr. Khrushchev's immediate predecessor as
First Secrctary of the Ukrainian Communist
Party. Kossior, with Postyshev, had pre-
viously laquidated Skrypnik, who fell, as
is now made clear, because of his opposition
to Stalin. - Evidently it was those who put
up the stoutest resistance who went (o the

wall,

Although Mr. Khrushchev spoke bitterly
and most revealingly of many dark incidents
pnder the Stalin régime and  therchy
depounced the cruelty of his methods, he
spoke with biting sarcasm of Poskrebyshey,
Stalin’s personal secretary, who may well
have deserved anything said, but whose fate
is totally unknown. He hasnat been heard
of since Stalin's death, and apparently was
removed like many of Stalin's victims with-
out enyvthing which could be called a trial.

In other respects also the present leaders.
can hardly ‘claim that the past i3 all past.
Mr. Khrushchey poured scorn on the
accysation  allogedly levelled by -Stalin
against Marshal Voroshiloy, Rat he was a
British agent, but this did nol prevent she
prescpt leadershin from develling an equally
‘improbable accusation againgt who
was denoumged at the time of his fall as
havipg been a British apgent and counter-..
revolutionary. in the Caucasus ih 191920, "~ -
= "The moral is that the present leaders—.

1ough lately they have made same réforms -

lalilmin;s!r?(mn ',o')f slummmvw o
jpainfully slowly from the Stalinjst system,
which they now denounce, and maly more
- gaforfos Wave shill to be made, 5 L e
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paily Telegraph
Tuhe 11 1956

‘Questions

‘ Baried in the 23,000 word
text of the original attack
on Stalin by Mr. Khruschev

Mr. KhruschevHas
‘Still to Answer

are many points the full significance of which will be clear
only to close ptudents of Soviet aflairs,

DAVID FLOYD herc analyses critical passages of the
text and shows how many questions are left inanswered. The
speech conceals as much as, or more than, it reveals.

~ version ot Mr.
Khruschev's denunclation

of Stalin just made avail-

able through the Amerjcan
State Department bears all the
marks of authentieity. Even if
the Russians eventunally deny
that it is a true report—as they

. may well do—it will be difficult

to believe them.
Ever since the first deltberate
“Jeaks * about the-contents of the

. speech were made in Moscow last

Marcli there has been reason o
belleve that Mr. Khruschey would
not be displeased if the full speech
became known in the West. It
1s not impossible that the leakage
of the 25000-word document was
syranged by the Russians them-
selves. If not, it is one of the very
rare occasions when iheir security
system has failed

Because the contents of the
speech have been hroken to the
world gradually over a period of
three months the impact of Mr.
Khruschev's revelations has been
greatly softened. The impression
hos also been created that the
gspeech was an honest copnfession
of mll the evils of the BSoviet

system. ‘This is far from being so. . :

Supreme Scapegoat

T is as careful a piece of plead-
Img ps any made by a Soviet

leader. Its aim is to place aill
the responsibility for all the eviis
of Soviet Communism on one
man. It 15 indeed a condemnation
of Stalin. But it is equally an
attempt to exonerate those who
served Stalin most faithfully and

. to whitewash the system which he

created.

It is true that it answers a good
many questions about the Soviet
system. But it leaves as many
unanswered.

Mr. Khruschey has, of course,
made some welcome admissions
about the nature of the Soviet sys.

. tem-~the *great Socinlist experi-

ment.” Here in two shart ekiracts

{from the speech i3 & ion of
that experiment in tyranny:
“He [Stalin] discarded

Leninist method of convincing and
educating; he wabandoned the
method of ldeological struggle for
that of administrative violence,
mass repressions and terror. He
acted on sn increasingly larger
scale and more stubbornly through
the punitive organs, at the zame
time wviolating all existing norms
of morality and of Soviet laws.

“ Arbitraxry behaviour by one
person encouraged and permitted
arbitrariness in  others. Mass
arrests and deportations of many
thousands of people, execution
without trial and without
investigation created conditions of
ltilsﬂcnn. ty, fear and even despera-
tion. . . .”

It 1s hard to belleve that a sys-
tem of repression on such & scale
could be operated without the
active  assistance of many
thousands and even tens of
thousands of JYoyal Stalinisis

Could one man really imposs his
~will in this way on nearly 200m.
people? Even if we were to accept
this, should we not at the same
time have to condemn the system
‘tihaitg;eﬂ the wey clear for him to
0 S

OW (false * confessions” wers
extracted = from  Stalins
enemies is s question that

has intrigued observers for many
years. [Explanations have been
sought in the nature of the
Russian soul and in the use of
secret drugs. It turns out to be
mucix simpler:

“When S8talin sald that one or
another should be arrested it was
B s T ey o oI that

enemy of the Je.!
Mcanwhile Beria’'s gang, which
ran the organs of State securily,
outdid itsell in proving the gyilt of
the arrested and the truth of
materials which it falsified.
__“ And what proofs were offered?
AN 156 Iest ety g rested,

N

ted thase ‘cnn!g:ssio:i.?d“s >

“Guilty” By Torture

“ And how is it possible that a
n confesses o crimes which
R: has not committed?  Oniy In
one way—because of the :})pllm-
tion of physical methods of pres-
suring him, tortures, him
to a state of . de-
privation of his judgment, teking
away his human dignity. In this
manner wete “ confesslons *,
ac R
This is most revealing, and dis-
arming. But it would have been
more reassuring it Mr. Khruschey
had told his listeners what there
was to prevent such practices
being resumed. '
Where are the men now who
specialised for so long in the busi-
ness of extracting these * confes-
sions "? Are they still in the police
system or have they been removed?
What guarantees are there in the
Soviet system that another Stalin
might not arise and use the same
police system for the same pur-
poses? -

Stalih’s Excuse

PS the most interesting
document quoted by Mr.
Khruschev is a telegram he

says Stalin sent out to all sections

of the party and the secret pofice

in January, 1939. It was a reply to

party members who had been com- -
plaining of the methods used

the police: . ’

*“The Central Committee of the

All-Union Communist . party exs

: ins that - the a_,{rpucatmn_-. of

| - pressure in

physicl influence . agatnat . the

representatives  of ~ihe Soclaliat Ve

proletariat, and that they use
them in_their most scandalous
forms. The question arises as to
why the Soclalist intelligence ser-
vice should be maore humanitarian
against the mad asgents of the
bhourgeniste, sgainst the deadly
enemies of the working class and
of the kolkhoz workers. :
“The Central Conunittee con-
. Biders  that physical pressure
should stil] be used obligatorily.ies
an exceplion applicabie 1o known
and -obstinate eunemier of the
people, as a methad both justifi-
able and approprige.”

Mr. Khrusehevy produced this
documernt to show how 8talin sanc-
tioned torture and oppression “in
the name of the Central Commijt-
tee.” But it would seem that some-
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thing more han My, Khruschev's
word 18 necessary to prove that the
ather members of the Oentral Com-
mittee had nothing at all to do
with te.egrams being sent out in
their name. - ey

Even if they did not khow at the
‘time of despatch, they must have
known about it later, when the
telegram was distributed through-
out Russia. Did x?; member of the
Cominitiee protes

A good deal of the Ehruschev

. speech is concerned with demolish-

ing Stalin's reputation &s a * mill.
tary gentus.” In the interests of
historical truth this ix all to the
good, though few Russiang and

fewer persons in the West were jn-

clined to believe this particular
myth. But there is 2 curious

ge .

It would be incorrect to forget

© that after the firat sevore disaster
‘ and defeats at the front Stalin
thought that this was the end. In
one of his speeches in thase
he said: ‘Al that which L
ereated we have lost forever,

“ After this Stalin for a loDg
time actunlly Qid not direct the
military operations apd ceased to
do eanything whatever. He re-
turned lo active leadership only
when some members of the Poll-
tioal Burean visited him and told
him that it was necessary to take
certain steps immedistely to qt’x-
prove the situation at the front.

Tyrant Restored

' is & ghmpse of what
must be the most bizarre
scene of the war. Stalin, &

bestial tyrant, bad imposed his

will on the Soviet people, brought
the country to the verge of econo-

mio disaster and by his treacherous

denlings with Hitler exposed it to
mmag defeat. He belleves that
&V has collapsed, abandons
control of the State and the grmed
forces rnd “ceases to do anything
whatever.” .

Stalin, in short, has thrown in
the sponge. He I8 in the same state
as Hitler found himseif in 1845

But, Mr. Khruschev tells us, un-
1ike Hitler, Btalin returned io ac-
tive leadership—and at the urgent
request of members of the Palil-
burean. Yet what better moment
could there have been for break-
ing with Stalin and his ways? Wh
ol theym&tsfizem clear '1!

One conclusion seems .
the men sround Stalln did not
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Dally Telegraph
_June 11 19%5..,,,?,.'
" STALIN REDWASHED

Mr. Kurvscav’s indictment
o 8Taln Is a speech by a boss .
to bosses about the boss, It is
not an address to a nation. In.
the grnesome and pltiful drama
it unfolds the Russian people
are the dumb chorus, gesticu~
lating perhaps, but never
speaking. The audience is one
of Communist party leaders,
slternately dazed and ronsed as
the record of victims among
high-ups —- officlals, party
veterans, generals, police chiefs
—is reeled off. What they hope
to hear 1s never satd: that the
people, too, suffered terribly as
they were driven into thelr col-
lective farmy and their new
Industrial towns. And not once
do they hear it asked: if boss
econld be s0 nnjust and eruel to
boss. how much more merciless
or arbitrary was boss to peasant
and worker? ) I

To this and other guestions

‘the answers have yet to come.

They are missing even from the
latest additions to the text that
we publish this morning, Until
they come. 1t should be under~
stood that the evils of the
Soviet system (for example, the
man-made famine of the
thirties) still await {free and
honest exposure hy the heirs of
the men responsible for them.
What Mr. Knruschev has done
by heabing charge upon charge
on SrawnN’s tomb i3 not .to
attack buf indirectly and
skilfully to defend the system
of which he is chjet admini-
strator. These errors and
crimes, he hints, were
excrescenees, deviations,
personal distortions of the true
Leninist way of life. Now that
they have been sheared away,
the systema goes on, We and
the Russian-in-the-streel are
expecied meanwhile to belfeve
that Soviet history for the past
20 years was dominated by a

Tadman and a mass murderer

whom it was impassible to resist
or remove. This cannot be
more than half the truth, and
it Is therefore most important
that Mr. Knsuascmev's attempt
to redwash his dead master and
whitewash  himself should
be critically and expertly
examined.
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- This second article on the

text of Mr. Khruschev's
speech attacking Stalin
deals with the suggestions
that Stalin may have mur-
dered Lenin, who deeply
distrusted him, and Kirov,
his closest rival.

. By ,
DAVID FLOYD
HEN Stalin’s crimes are

assessed by Mr. Xhrus-
chev in terms of thou-

" sands of human fiives it may

seem irrelevant to worry about
the deaths of two men that he
may have caused. But they
matter because they were
major figures in Soviet history
~Lenin and Kirov.

Mr. Khruschev did not, as far
as we know, go further than
hinting at Stalin’s responsi-
bility for their deaths. But
there is evidence to be con-
sidered from other sources.

At the beginning of his speech
on the Stalin-cult, Mr. Khruschev
produced & number of documents
bearing on Lenin’s relations with
8talin in the last months of his
life. None of these documents has
been published before in Russia,
and one of them, a letter from

Lenin to Stalin, is now made pub- -
lic for the first time In the West.

Here is the text:

To Comrade 8Bialin.

Copies for: Kamenev and zmov!ev
Deear Comrade Stalin

You permitted yourul! a ruds

summons of my wife to the teles
one and & rude reprimeand of
er. Despite the fact that she told
you that she agreed to forget what
was said, nevertheless Zinoviev
and Kamenev heard about it from
her. I have no intention to forget
so easlly that which is being done
against me, and I need not siress
here that I consider a&s dlrected
anln:t me that which is being

my wife. I ask vou, -

e against
there!ore. that yon weigh care-
fully whether you are ageeable

to retracting
g or whether you prefer
severance of relations between

us, Sincerely,
LeneN,

March 5, 1033,

The reading of this letter was
sald to have caused & commotion
among the delegates. It is hardly
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Mr. Khruschev’s hints on the
deaths of Lenin and Kirov

surpnslng that the party officials
present,’ taught since childheod to
believe that Stalin was Lenin's
closest collaborator in his lifetime:
and the faithful continuer of his
work after he died, ghould have

been shocked to learn Lenin’s real
onlnlon of SBtalin,

Last Words

RE important perhaps than
Lenin's threat to ° sever re-
Iations'* 18 his reference to
“ that which is being done against
me.” ’ ’
What was Stalin doing against
Lenin? 8o grave a threat must
have been provoked by something
more than Stalin's rudeness to
Lenin's wife Krupskaya, of which
she had complained in another
letter quoted by Mr. Khruschey.
It is necessary to recall briefly
the historical context of Lenin's

note. Lenin had his first stroke in

May, 1822, When he recov
iater that year he devoied n
of his waning energy to exposiy
Staiin's policles and methods. In
the middle of January, 1923, he
recommended, as Mr. Khruschev
confirtned, Stalin's removal from
gxe post of party General Secre-

T

All this time Sbalin was seeklng

access to - Lenin: and = mesiing.

Kmpskava % replatance. At the end;
of Februarv e toigd - Tmtskv
Zinoviey ani Mamenev, 3l
buro. . members; 'ﬂ:mt Iuenhx
asked him for S

d ahove.. s
to have been tha lnt wm&%'

wrote.

Four days later Lenin suflered
his most severe stroke, which para-
lysed his right side and deprived
him of the power of speech. From

: that momen} he plaved no further
_part in the affairs of the Soviet

State, though it was not untll
January, 1924, that he died.

Trotsky’s Version -

1D Stalin, contrary to the
decislon of his colleagues in

the Politburo, accede to.

Lenin's request for poison? Did
Lenin make such a request, or was
it an invention of Btalin's schem-
ing mind?  Did -Stalin hasten

- Lenin's death in some other way?

Mr. Khruschev did not answer
these questions. Perhaps he does
not know the truth.

Trotsky has put his own' inter-
pretation on Stalin’s situation at
that time:

“Either he could manage at
once, this very day, to become the
hoss of the political machine and
hetce of the party and of the
oountry. or he would be relegated

a third-rate role for the rest of
: hts life. 8Stalin was after powey,
all of it, come what may. He al-
ready had a firm grip on it. His

was nheap, but the danger
emanaﬂng from lLenin was even
nearer.

“Whether Stalin sent the

poison to Lenin with the hint that
the physicians had left no hope,
or whether he resorted to more
direel means I do not know. But
1 am Brmly convinced that Stalin
could not have waited passively
when his fate hung by a thread
and the decislon depended on a
small, very small motion of his
hand.”
From the moment Stalin re-
ceived the letter Mr. Khruschev
has now published he knew that,
in Trotsky’s words, " Lenin's re-
turn to activity would mean the
political  death of  the General
Secretary. - And conversely;  only
Lenin's death could clear the way
for Stalim" :

- T¢ Btalin did; murder Lenin this
oult provide ‘the clue to the

whole of his 30 years’ terror. First
Tie would hma fo dlapose of those
~ WhQ. Knew or B his gulity
Than ] souid have to

mﬂamuntr“e

dead were counted in millions,
And the history of the Soviet
régime, that Wastarn sympathisers
hed called a “new civilisation,”
became the record of one maun's
brutal lust for power.

The aftatr of Klrov’s death ia less
mysterious, That he was murderec
on Dec. 1,°1924, is not in dispute
The only question is: Who was re.
sponsible?

As leader of the party organisa-
tien in Leningrad, Kirov hac
a.cquired an influence second ocaly
to Bialin's. The Stalinist explana
tion of his end is that he was mur.
dered on the direct orders. of
Trotaky. Zinoviey and Kamenev
Others have suggested that Stallr
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‘niisell arranged for the remuml
of the man who was becoring: s . : : :
threat to his ‘ o : o : s

mMi'Khr&sc mwnha.ré : E—;—ww
w}ttte:n“?:wbe sseeste that to AACHEsm GUARD}& WRE‘LY
Tounding Kirove . ferder hide o Thumfay, lum"_‘z, }956‘

- th!ngs which are inex-

plmle rious  and
decsand A mur. careful examlnl-

swpicion that t.be n! Kh'ov :

AT,

Nikolayev, was asatated by some- -
one the m:e whou §
it was to protsc person :
, “lor | war was s
“A th and a hal! before the : aaemb * Krast5a Zvizzg
&m ﬁ was grrested en AT 1 pmer “szhich Ex]iﬂﬂsteﬂ uhg'& t‘fﬁ
haviour, but he wes reiensed and m! Lompnitise—whiou included (xa
oot even It 15 an o leadeic—iner all abes Coo
.ﬂ 138 var d et '2 the pesersery
that when 3G ks ’
%":nmfnm w?:nbegg brought M &m % e yc:,
- ¥ KAy I XN - SELT
Haccdem ™3 which 'ho "other g,*gg,d«;gtmlugw ’-".’1-% B ’g?gé ‘.a“"?;»;m Even mw:ezwﬁ’m“& ot Bt mz
car were barmed, ‘ ! : : ' C gt o b
S AfLer the munder of Kirov. top not have release it oot been  Siiking passage En&hthewgseechm?gm
. ?lcuouu‘ies of the Leniﬁ 1y certain of it. : * Btalin is said to have given up olf hops,
":.:', ] LK.VD. were given wvery Ot the many versions of the M after the first Mem to hava
mg. bot in 1937 they were or parts of it, which have beceme avall-- femoved himselt from active leadershi
- ot ,!ggnmmlhumey ablem. Mthem;mrtym Butamarenuybemusehewasthe -
_maho&moraer. Eog;smtne is is the most reliable one and man  who knew eneugh about the
= kumﬂng" -organizere of Rirov's (t,ake Jis ploce in political Niteratere as a Coimtry 2 position to lead the struggle,
i ul'; Khm' scher did not name . o::‘kl:%a!m %lmle’?;t manmd ﬂg :su:gﬂcomrman“ W begged him ta
the gganflsie:ls. c!But !!ia finger ‘:as g:!gmnlng of another to a far preater Later, after war, he was said to
‘poln g fairly clearly at Stal extent than did the death of Stalin. If have ihreatenc?e these’ seme Politduro
e v it ie still not clear from it t wbat this new members—such a5 ¥oroshilov; Mikoggn, -
Hutrcd the Key Riumoid sy e ey nape Wil e hag s Ebrush..
- oﬂhew hfxgma ﬂﬂ@ﬁ%bls; Bad n o,  .chey -makes it clear that had Stalin not
sbeukd he g0 to such the conasgu. sopeect, - Oitd when he did, these Soviet leaders
s"z'i‘f&? 4 "ﬁ'gumug::tgv%nmlfm inlended it is ¢ y loadr <. - 3g0la: Bave s ored },'ﬁ‘ e thienier
on to the nation, 4y o ¢ : ' h
mm.t mwheﬁgn?gmmllmy it oy o the new leaderahip. o mm@ m‘iﬁ{,ﬁi‘,g‘;’” tg 'h%:rsial Ch'n{'oa’s
Lo 'y nu‘ {0 be that,- since he " present ‘visit. -to. Russia. Alth gﬂ
hutredmt’ wtmmme L . denouncing the. hrushchev admitted - that _ Stalin’s
Mbjlshe'd i the murder of men .. regime, his listeners and those ; “charges against Tilo were faise. he
o he mma" 1enders of the < iho.speech has been circulated—and '- ed that this did ot mean *lhaj the
o : ggﬁg of ﬁ’{,’&,""““““{,"" adult popules . - Xug gti)‘sl %:t ga gts dldn not make mistakes
Hatred is mdeed the keynote of " new ‘leadership  would: not perpetrate - 7 Something - lrkeﬁ tshis. ﬁmug - in. l‘tremag :
the whu{:er l;): Mr. Khruschev . -Similm crimes agajns:‘th e people. . ﬁnauage. that was said - publicly by~ -
ﬂ Stalin conxd not be’ ublfter& C "-ﬂuesﬁbn ae %d’t ‘were yvu gﬁ eﬂ( m‘ * 'Baszis d Km-a & Sproe Is;:; ntrg: e
ted and was no Jonger to be the Stalin was commmlng those ¢l mes angmi rep dlatod the ?ug«:slavs .
Rugsac Batan. - Petiape. ton, the Hutse ““i'-m':"u"&“‘tf}’&a Qelegates o the 1o be Rhiustep: °’m""’ T8 receiving Ty
" elegates ey,
hatred which informs every Nm’ congress 10, according to  in Moscow. " . Tito
phrase reflects the new leader’s recept mveﬂmhwﬂom. by many

aimnay at the problems he has
hm{ad.

Let no one sup then, that
this tirade against Stalin 1a in any
- sguse & condemuation of the
régimp which he established and
which his heirs are there to defend.
For nowhere did Mr. EKhruschey
» &8y that a system which permitted
& ruthless leader to rise to
supreme power by murder, torture
and repression Is a bad system.
: How far is the present * collec-
! tive " prepared and able to go along
the road ‘to real freedom for the .
] Boviet peoples? That 1s the acid :
1 . test, the supreme question that Mr. ;
Khruschev has yet t0 answes.
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,Sowet Union for some years,
* Molotov's age—he is sixty-six and in

7% tion, Mr
.- another.§
- have hag
I himse}f e

THE MANCHESTER ‘GUARDIAN WEEKLY.

Thursday, Junw A 1956
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- THE NEW MEN

Wue¥ Marshal  Tito heard pn his

prrival in Moscaw that Mr Molotov

g& resigned from the Forelgn
inigtry he must have fgit;

even more

an usual like an cldey. statepman
‘among the active leaders,

.ol igter-.

fstional communism. “The Mgrshaly
ufay also have wondered whether the

4iming’ ul Mr Molotov’s removal was

not meuiit to propitiate him, since
Mr Moptov shared with Stalin the
responsidility for the breach with

. Yugoslavia.  Apart from that there
is. nothing very startling about the

change, The new men’ have been
taking' over the leadership of' the
Mr.

thos# sixty-six years has been through
a great deal—makes his retirement
natural enough. As a Deputy Prime

- Ministehe will be the only important -
. Jeader hesides Marshal Voroshilev -
.. " who can loﬁk back- on an lmportdnt "-.
" share in politics before the Revolu. = fame
» lq,ov is @ survivor in: :-con
g He does not seem to 10
'an easy time ‘adapting’ It
the temper of the -pew::
" After years -
_ of faithful service as'Stalin’s executant
" he is not cuf out for a smiling, flexible
diplomacy. ‘Times have moved fast..

"wﬂectwe leadership.!

Of the three leaders who spoke

at Ptalin's funeral—Beria, Malotov,.

~Approved For Release 2003/08/11 : CIA-RDP78-027_71R000200380005-1

‘what had girea
is not put forward as auth‘

Malenkov—one i3 dead, ong is in

semi-retirement, and one is playing

an inconspicuous though no doubt

important part in the “collective
leadership.,” Mr Shepilov, the new

JForeign Minister, js one of the new
‘1Tpen who have risen notably since

Stalin's death, He is fifty~and it is
nearly forty years since the Revolue
tion. - He has spent most of his
working life as an official of a well

_established party and governing body.

How will the “collective leadership”
develop, staffed as it is .and will be
with men like him? Precedents are
no. guide. (Who remembers the
names of the French Directory? Or
Cambacérés and Lebrun, who shared
a collective leadership of a kind with

"Napoleon when he was First Consul ?)
-It will be worth watching how the

tiew' men now shape the Government"
ch once shaped thexr own lmes. L

béy%ifa
doubt. This need not matter much:
Mr Khrushchev will no doubt publish
his speech for the benefit of historians
when he feels it safe to do so. ‘The

.....

T

known ahoit Stalin's 1li-treatment of
the Army, his mistakes during ‘the
war, and his blunder over Yugoslavia,
though the details are more lurid
than we had heard. “Iwill shake m?
little finger and there wilkbe no mofe
Tito " is, if correctly repétted, a
quotation for the history booksﬁ)ther
new details in the present Jdxt arp
‘that Stalin might have~dbhe away '
with Mr Melotov and M Mikoyan it
he had lived ;nnd&hatf the purges
of the thirtiesgthe segpet pohcp used
“barbaric tortures” 4o securg false

confessions. Thig also fits in with .
what was known. But althopgh Mr
Khrushchev, # sseems, made  {ree

with Lenin’s unfavourable zbmarks
about Stalm ig his testamentt he did
not call in .gquestion Stalin’s gchieve-
ment . ja the twenties ang¢’ early
thirties, What the new text dogs is to *
“ghew-Stadin in his last years asjo less
mad than Caligula or Nero, &, deified”

have involved other people besides
Stalin and Beria. Historians might
still ask Mr Khrushchev for more
light, He himself, after all, waunm
than & mere onlooker, .

persecutio 'mani_a. g
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"""jchev Exposu'fi'ﬂ"""

of Stalln in Full

By EDWARD CRANKSHAW

-"i‘ﬁ“ hirasscev ndbinmend of Siuiin, celivered in secret
mmmcmmtummurm

: !
that already by February of this yeor, after the examination of
thowysawdy of iufvidesd coems, 74679 ledividaals had been rekabili-
tated,  man M
beaymveiym—ﬂe-. ’

iﬁ
¥
{
i
s
|

Approved For Reléase 2003/08/51 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200380005-1



Approved For Release 2003/08/11 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200380005-1

There is nothing mystical aboot Khrushchev's * darkniess &
noon”™: the confessions were exiracted by torture. The chiel
victims of the purges, the * Trotskyites, Zinovievites anc
Bukharinites * have. not been rehabilitated. Khrushchey explicith
condemns their deviations, But, at the same time, he expresse:
the view that there was no need to shoot them, '

. Khrushchev joined the Politburo in 1939, and in these last
- years he personally was involved. 1t is itpossible not to wonder
how deeply, as he pours out charges helter-skelter in tones eves
more scathing and bitter : Stalin’s military crassness; Stalin build:
ing himself up into a quasi-deity (the films and the books about
him “ make us sick »); Stalin riding roughshod over the Politbure
and breaking it up as an effective force; Stalin shooting owt
of hand five of his most gifted younger supporters in the
Affair (including Vounesensky, the brilliant Chairman of the
State Planning Commission, who simply vanished in 1949),
~ Stalin, too, conniving at the machinations of “ traitor ” Berla;
his disgraceful treatment of Marshal Zhukov; his mass de g
tion of the whole peoples from the Caucasus and the Sea.
(“ the Ukrainians ‘escaped this fate only because there were too
many of them and there was no place to deport them *); then the
final terror and the fabrication of the Doctors’ Plot, , :

The tirade reaches iis climax with the revelation that
Stalin was planning “the annihilation” of the old Politbure
members : Voroshilov, now President of the U.S.S.R., was alread)
under suspicion of being an English agent; Andreyev had beer
dismissed and relegated to limbo; * baseless charges” had been
brought against Mikoyan and Moelotov, *1t is not excluded tha
had Stalin remained at the helmi for another few months, Comrades
Molotov and Mikoyan would probably not have delivered any
speeches at this Congress.”

& It is clear that for these, and no doubt for Khrushchey

himself, Stulin’s death was most convenient,

|
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THE EUONOMIST, JUNE 9, 1956

| Stalin’s Epitaph

L2

T HE text of Mr Khrushchev’s attack on Stalin has finally
found its way into the western press,  Delivered at
B secret session of ‘the Sovier party congress towards the
close of February, it leaked and created an immediate stir
in the Soviet Union. Versions were later circulated to
communist parties in eastern Europe and elsewhere, to
explain the anti-Stalinist campaign and to ensure if possible
that the drive for collective leadership should be extended
outside the Sovier Union itself. By now several texts have
reached western governments, and the State Department
has decided to release a version, not guaranteeing its authen-
ticity but stressing the reliability of the source. The rtext
rings ‘true, makes fascinating reading, and calls for comment
at length. A few things, however, can be said at once.

In the first place, there is a striking contrast between
Kbrushchey in the open sud Khrushchev behind closed
doors. A few days previously he had been cautious in his
condemnation of Sralin. - At the secret session he delivered
@ violent indictment. In his first specch he still referred ro
oppositionists as “ encmies of the pcople” ; in the second
he described the very application of such terms to devia-
tionists as Stalin’s diabolical invention, There must have
been many awkward questions from the floor, probably
precipitated by the more outspoken Mikoyan, to spur a
guarded Khrushchev to such passionate fury. And what
has been said to the privileged few has not yet been openly
broadcast to the Sovier people. Seccondly, in a rhost
un-Marxist fashion all the blame is put on Stalin alone and
not on the system. This seems a curious cult of the indi-
vidual in reverse, with Stalin appearing as a diabolus ex
machina and developing his worst feature at a specific time,
somcwhere in the late ‘thirties. Finally, there are still
several Stalinist distortions and instances of deliberate con-
fusion in the speech (e.g., the assertion that Trotskyites
. ' were opposed to industrialisation). " The shoeting of more’
s : *“ Beria men,” Bagirov and his associates in the Caucasus,
R o , has also provided a fresh reminder that the methods of -

‘ ' Stalin have not wholly been embalmed with their author.
But the questions and the pressures which caused Khrush-
% chev to change so much in so few days are still at work,
’ 1'! o forcing the Sovict rulers to bury more and more bits and

k'\? ; pieces of Stalinism.
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WEST GERMANY

Frankfurter Allgemelne Zeltung, 7 June, excerpt:

The picture, which the dispassionate reader gets from
this version of the report, which doubtlessly is still
very toned-down, .18 ghastly. We see that Trotsky dld not
lie when he spoke of Lenin's derogatory opinion of Stalin,
of the so-called "Testament," and of the conflict between
Stalin and Lenin's wldow, Mrs. Krupskaya. We see that the
Western world's impression of the USSR corresponded to the
facts, From the mouth of a man who must know the exact
facts, those persons who, during the dictator's lifetime,
simply refused to belleve what they heard about Moscow,
now are learning the bloody truth. In fact, of the victims,
Khrushchev named only the prominent members of the party
hierarchy, a relatively small group from which the misery
of the mass of nameless victlims can be inferred. . Among
the halr-ralsing mass deportations, the report makes no -
mention of the fate of the half-million Volga Germans who
were chased out of their homeland, the Volga German Republic,
at the end of 1941; the unhappy Crimean Tatars; and the
hundred thousand Latvians, Estonlans, and Lithuanians who
s8ti1ll are forced settlers in Slberia. It only glves passing

~mentlion of what the German prilsoners of war and the deported

persons suffered in the USSR, 1lncluding tens of thousands
of completely lnnocent persons who were abandoned to the

- same despotlic Jjustice. In addltion to all the horrible

facts which Khrushchev enumerated, can one forget how much
of the inJjustice which Stalin created stlll continues? And
can one see any readiness on Khrushchev's part to make up
for past events? '
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| SWITZERLAND -

Neue Zuercher Zeitung (noon edition), 5 June 1956

The publication of ‘the text of Khrushchev!s speech at
the Moscow Party Congress 1s treated here as a great and

-almost sensational event, and it is obviously hoped that
difficulties will thereby be created for the Soviets in

the countrles of Eastern Europe and perhaps even in the
USSR. It 18 also hoped here that the publication will have

- .a sobering effect upon those circles in the countries of
- the Western slliance which, according to the opinilon here,

have been all too. ready %o move frem the blackness of

- 8talin- to the white purity of" Khrushchev, - *According to

sopinion here, the world public had only learned of Knrushehev's |

Hecusationg AeaTiigt Stalin 1n a general anfl donsiderably
toned-down way. The Russians have tried to dispense their
de=-Stallnizatlon polley to the masses in small, mild doses

" and thus keep the expected politicyl and psychological dis-

turbances to:a minimum.. Now, however, the American govern-
ment has. come into. -possession of this document and 1s

B obviously endeavaring to pass on the detalled contents to

those, whose personal.llfe-is most éffected by 1t, namely

~ the. citizens of the EaStern European cauntries.

In their commentaries, American officials especially

_:Temphasize that the text not only shows the unprincipled bru= - oo
~tality of ‘Stalin, but also the immanént brutality of the =~ =~

Communist system. These crimes against humgnity of whilch
Khrushchev speaks did happen, and therefore there is not

the slightest guarantee that, if 1t 1s in the interests of
the Kremlln, they will not happen again soon under the new
regime, It ls also especially emphaaized that Khrushchev's
indignation was directed only at erimes which Stalin perpe-
trated agalnst Russlan party comrades, not agalnst the out-
rages of which the victims were non-Communlsts. Khrushchev'!s
attempt to create an allibl and to free himself and his pres-
ent colleagues of all complicity in Stalin's crimes is con-.
8ldered here, oOn the basls of his speech, to have falled

completely.

There are no reliable indications here yet as to why
this {time was chosen for the publicatlion of this document.
Some, diplomatic observers belleve 1t was an attempt to make
.Soviet negotiations with Tito more dirficult, however, the
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fact that Yugoslavia was rather better informed about the
Khrushchev'!s speech than the Western governments contradicts
thls interpretation. Before they themselves got possession
of the text, experts here consldered an article, which ap-
peared in the Yugosla¢ party organ Borba three months ago,
a8 the most complete presentation of the event., Therefore
the most plausinle explanation for the timing of the declara-
tion i3 that the State Department apparently did Just obtaln
the text & few deve ago and that its publlcation was decilded
upon because 1t was belleved that the fragmentary reports,
which were more and more frequently appearing in the world
press, were playing into the hands of the Russlans, whereas
oublication of the spesch in all its unvarnished detall
must be very embarassing for the Kremlin. The State Depart-
ment?s introduction states that Che document came from &
“econfidential source.” As reported, it is an edited and
toned-down, buty fairly complete version of the speech as it
was given by ti® Keemlin to the party functionaries in the
Satellite countries, . :

.- ._ . l .
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- SHEDEN

Sventika Daghladet, 6 June), ekderﬁt?
sica. Daghle . |

- But whether Stalin's propitious demige. wes the work
ol lucwky .chance, cr whether chance was helped along by
willing human hands, it ts obvious that it carried with .
1t an Immense relief for his closest colleagues. One would -
like to believe that the same relief will be granted the '
Soviet People, the satellites, and the wkole world. There
are signs apparent which indicate that this may be the
case. - The cult of the personality has been abollshed, most.
drastically, through the unmasking of Stalin, Work camps
are ‘belng abolished, 1t 1s saild; trial methods belns made
more humane, and the central bureaucracy belng weakened,

The size of the armed férces is being reduced, and friend- -

ship offensives are going forward in all parts of bhe wurld.

| All of this sounds 8o good that the conclusion’ presents
1tself: Too good-to be true. One cannot help remembering

- that the men who now proclaim thelr abhorrence of the desd -

tyrant and his policies were his willing tools 1n the exe-
cution of these policies. And, above all, one cannot free:
cneselfl of the thought that these policies were results

-not only of Stalin's character, but, probably as mueh or.fv.f'i

more, of the system of which he wag the 1ncarnatioﬂ.

This system; the system of the totalitarian state,' '
sooner or later leads to the despotism of terror., And it
is not againstrtne system the new Soviet leaders have turned, -
but against ' thé faet that 1t -was uaed in the Wrong way, and,
above all, against the wrong persona., There is therefaore
every reason to remember that as long as the totalltarian
system 1s maintained and not replaced with a free government
by the people, no guarantee exists against the return of
the ‘rule of "the croqked little finger" /referring to -
Stalin's statement that he could destroy Tito by Grooking
his little ringe_x_-7. C 5

LN
¢

Dagens Nyheter, 7 June,'excerpt.,i"‘

Stalin's partner 1n. crime was Beria. But it would be -
swallowlng a new nmyth to acc¢ept Khrushcheév!s assertions con-

_cerning Beria's crimes. 'Khrushchev's speech 1s an extra-

ordinarily important documeﬁt which will furniah historianﬁ
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much mew material, but the infention /of Khrusheisv's speechy
wag to crush the Stelin myth and to establish the legitimacy
of the presemt rulers--npot to tell the truth zbout the ,
Soviet Union, except where the truth happened to coincide
with the interests of the rulers.

. %6 explain why he and his fel-
stalln. Why they grovelsd

Khrughchey g ebtenipie
lows couvlid net rewslit sgs:
~ In the dust, #ay chey er: d.one another in praising a

- purposs whvieh covid rot B been more base, he leaves unex-
plained. The auswer iz that they were suifticlently depraved,
sufricleatly comsciencelesa to stifie all wisgivings, and
that they quite simply hed no scruples at oll. Stalin has

been pilioried--but mot he alome. :
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Altegpodben) 6 Jthe, ! «.viT e g Ln L
i};’tThe'pub&idationﬁof‘Khrﬁshﬁﬁévfs'aﬁti*Stalﬁﬁaspﬁgéﬁiga
confitms Washington in 15s bellef thay she pbligiﬁs;;éﬁﬁkié
new Soviet rulérs sarry with thém td cbnreclous dhatifd In
the nature of Communism, n Khrushchev's speech/ the
ingane dictator 1s condemned for misuse of power, but the
terror weapon as such is not condemned. On the contrary,
"axtraordinary methods" are recommended where necessary
against "enomies of the revelution and the working class."
It can and must be used where the "exploiting classes" are

sti1ll in existence and resist the revolutlon.

The banning of the cult of Stalin and the drastic
réevelations of Khrushchev'!s speech are seen as means of :
gtrengthening the positions of, and Justifying, the present

rulers, desplte the fact that- they were Stalin'siaccomplicesy - -

They disclalm responsibility for 20 years of mass terror, -
They blame Stalin for the murder of Kirov in 1934, which

- Wasd the pretext for the great purge in the Party. They ac-

cuse him of planning the amnthilation of all of the old
Bolsheviks in the Politburo-~from Ordzhonikidze in 1937 to
Molotov in 1953--in order to surround himself with subser-
vient Communists of the younger generatlon,

Their /The presént rulers'/ argument 1is that such a
ruthlessness, which has cost thousands of people thelr

~1ives, is unneceassary at a time so long after the vlotory

of Communism in a country. But they maintain that "ruthless
and uncompromising" severity is necessary in plages where .

Communism 18 not yet in power. They do not remove one lota
from the revolutianary theory of Communlsm, ‘

The American Communist newspaper the Daily Worker today -
published a 4,000 word excerpt of Khrushchev's speech. The

~New York Times printed the whole speech, as published yestepr-

day by the US Government, supplemented by a blegraphic index,
In an editerial this newgpaper writes: 'This speech must
necessarily stand as one of the dramatic documents 1n the
world, It is a description of a hell on earth 1n a country
which millions of nalve people once thought was on the way

to becoming Heaven." The newspaper 1s of the opinion that
the text of the apeech 18 the version which the Moscow
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government sent to Marshal Tito in the middle of March.
The Westar:n Powers have had 1t in their posszssion since
the middie of May. The opinion is held that even this
version is =ot the complete text of the spesch of

. 24-25 February. A section was deleted, which HMoscow did
n@t congider healthful reading for foreign Communists.

P Washington's attenticon is dravm to the fact that criti-
v clam of Stalints foreizn policy--except as it concerned
o , his relations with Tito--was limited tc a single ssntence,
v 1eh deplored that Stalin's policles endangered the Soviet
Fssitac o Uniont opeaesful: Pelatdens with ethe® vorleas - 1t 48
ST gnnosed that a more detailed ‘eriticism was either censared
SR | away or reserved for another attack fon Stalin/. It is
coaﬁidered possible that the Soviet govermnment will at a
. later date dramatically reveal the baskground of the Korean
K@gyﬁ;, W%rsgngiotheﬁ Communlst aggressive actions during the time
et o a Ne

 Dglo Labor Earty'Arbeidérbladet, 8 June

The glmost complete text of Khrushchev's speech at ‘the
Party Congress gives an sven darker and more frightening
picture than that furnished by the first short excerpts
published.. Under- Stalin, the most prominent: people of the
Party 11ved in constant fear of their lives, and the passion~
ate hatred discernible in Khrushchev's words was certainly
p genuine enough. But i1f we read the speech carefully, with-
Y . out letting ourselves be numbed by the sensational revela-
. " tions or the violent words, we must once more ask how all
thls could happen. Khrushchev has no other explanation
than the evll character of Stalin. The basgeness and ruth-
lessness which were always characteristic of him filnally
took the upper hand. Thils, therefore, was the reason why
things went wrong.

Here Khrushchev 18 in reality creating a new Stalin
SRR e legend by turning the old legend inside out. Where Stalin
i _ formerly got credit for everything that was good, he alone
oo must now carry the gullt for everything that is evil. The
. ) : god of the old faith becomes the devil of the new. Such
#«~ . «. .- things have happened before 1n the history of rellglon.

Isaac Deutschér, the Stalin biographer, said in an
interview with Arbeiderbladet that the Soviet leaders would
| perhaps go too Tar in blackenlng Stalin--because they and thie
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Party must cleanse themselves of the responsibility. We

do not bellieve that Khrushchev blackened Stalin beyond the
truth, and far be it from us to defend Stalin. But is '
apparent from Khrushchev!s speech that he sought to heap
responsibllity for everything upon Stalin--and upon -
Sgalin 8 chilefs of polioe--in order to relleve all othera

‘of guilt. ) oL ,

But people- d.ﬂ :
ieaders are Just -hhe melN who- arin -
“and thin. They survived the purges of the 1930a because
they themselves were the toughest. At the time when Party
secretaries and ministers by the score disappeared, Malenkov
was the head of the personnel section of the Party.
Khrushchev became Party secretary in the Ukraine when the -
whole o0ld leadership was liguidated. And 1t was Khrushchev's
trusted chief of pollce Serov who carried out the inhuman
deportation of hundreds of thousands of persons from ‘the
Baltic states in 1940, ,

t $ov1et
“thdek

: After the death of Beria, aaid Khrushchev, the Soviet
- leaders went. through the police files and found proof that
“innocent ‘people. had been condemned and: that theler confes-
"~ §ions were false. “But no one can make us believe that they
did not know this before.

Many people will ask: Can Khrushchev and his colleagues
be sincere? 1Is this not just a convenient tactlic to gain
the trust of both forelgn countries and the home population?

We belleve they are sincere enough. Through many years
before the death of Stalin they must have felt themselves
standing upon the brink of that abyss Into which so many had
been hurled. And Stalin finally turned upon his oldest and
closest collaborators, we are now told--upon such men as
Vorozhilov, Molotov, and Mlkoyan.

The new leaders afe men who have jﬁst awakened from a
nightmare--and 1t is not likely that they wish to go through
the same thing ongce: more. _Q,,_, _ P _

This wish lies behind many of the ‘reforms now being E
carried out in the Soviet Unlon, But Khrushchev contents
himself with disavowing Stalin's personal dictatorshlip, the
forms 1t took, and the terror which gtruck at good Communists
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ané imnocent persons, He u@h@iQs'tha doctrine of Party
dictatorehip and the right to use Serror against thos® who

resist. .

All historical ezperigﬁée shows that any dictatorship
easily develops inte & perional dictatorship, and that 1t
1s most iikely that he who is the strongest, the toughest,
and the most ruthless grasp:s the reins. ° He who assists
in the dbullding up of a dictatorship and in using tervor
against those uho think differsntly is in deadly danger
of belng huriled inte and maimed by the machine he serves.

bt A .

For Khéuéhchev and his fellows, this bitter lesson

ought to be written im fire on the walls of the Kremlin.
And for the adherents of dictatorshlip here at home also.

Approved For Release 2003/08/11 : gBQ-RDP78-02771R0002‘00380(_)05-1



. "Approved For Release 2003/08/11  CIA-RDP78-02771R000200380005-1 ~ ~ -.f

FRANCE
Press Review, 29 June, excerpts:

Le Po ulaire denounces the hyprocrisy of the Communist
ieaders who have been forced to tell the truth only as a -~

result of the pressure of the militant rank-and-file of theip o

party. Yet our purprise is justified when wé hear the exe- °

cutive of the French Communist party regretting the condltions :5¢,_

in which the digolosure of the Khrushchev report was made.

1% 1B sheer mockeéry to say that the French Communists
were unacqualnted with the facts contained in Khrushchev's
report, The French party repres:ntatives at the 20th Congress
knew 1t, but they meant to remain silent as long as possible
about the truths confessed by the Russian leaders, for these :
were 1in flagrant contradiction to what has always been asserted - .
to the Prench warkers. e S

: Les %§hos‘suggests that all this may well be merely a
stage setting arranged by the Soviet leaders thémselves, All
this seemling malalse about the preswed de-Stalinization may
well be merely a smokescreen to conceal the mounting of the
new red disposifions--the creation of so-called national -
Communiat partles free of the oath of alleglance to Moscow.
Rid of the bogey of repressions, Communism could thus, in its
leaders' opinion, find 1t easier to ally itself with the ‘
national socialist parties, prepare (the path) to popular
fronts, and reintegrate the reins of power. ' :

Liberatlion seems to Justify this theory. The paper
says: we of the left, who have but two goals-~the union of
the left and peace, wlthout which there can be no social pro-

gress--cannot but welcome what iz happening. Will unity notr”ﬂfi

pe faclilitated by the ellminatlon of the points of discord
between the parties of the left? Will neot peace gain from .
the consolidation of the detente? L

~ Franc-Tireur says that according to Khrushchev, Stalin

‘appears as a monpter who caused tortures, murder, and depor-

tation, like a Caligula or & Nero. The French Communist party
can no longer act as though it were deaf, It would seem '

80
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natural that 1ts leaders, 1ts pontiffs, its thinkers, and
1ts bards should forever he disqualified. It would seem
reasonable, 1n the very interests of a party of the working
class that follows them, that they should surrender the
leadershlp. But the dialectigs of the.blg lle have inex-
haustible resources. - o
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v ITALY

_g Giustizia, “7/8 “June

: The publication of the report delivered by Nikita
Khrushchev to the delegates at the 20th Congress of the
CPSU has not added very much to what we already knew about
this report, but 1t has served to give a precise tone of
- officiality to the crimes and errors imputed;to Stalin by
% the present Secretary of the Soviet Communist Party.

‘This officiality is confirmed by the fact that it has
‘been 3:days since the US State Department released the full
- text ‘of* Khrushchev? s -8peech and there has been no denial
- from Mbecow. _

“We can clearly deduce from this that the men of the
Kremlln have no reason to take exception to the version;
releazed by the US Government, and that there 18 a strong
probabllity that the report came into American hands with
Soviet congent.

1 The reeding‘of the full text of Khrushchev's eumming-
SR ' up leads us t¢ consider the document as one of the most
tragictand dramatie aceusations of all times, comparable,
in subBtance, t g Qlumes of charges a%Qinet the Nazi

- eriminals depositéd i the Becret Tiles o
the Nurnberg trial. The errors and crimes of Stalin have
affected and still affect not only the people of the USSR.
and the other nations under Soviet control but also all man-
kind. Every nation for many years has been threatened by
the ascendency of Communism and the consequent application
of Stalinist methodology. Here 1s the reason that the
posthumous trial of Stalln cannot be considered a purely
internal matter of the USSR

M Stalinism is a frightful experience felt by the world

v in the same way as Hitlerism. However, at Nurnberg, Nazlsm

- and not Hitler was on trlal. Today, Khrushchev's report,
whether we like it or not, 1s clearly a summing-up of the
case against Communist method and ldeology.

Soviet Communism 1s actually on trial., Stalin was
g responsible for the massacres, deportations, the butcherings,
3 , etc. But the criminal madne ss of the Georgian dictator would

22

Approved For Release 2003/08/11 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200380005-1

the A¥lYed dfter. -0



-

Approved For Release 2003/08/11 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200380005-1

not havé found a way to express itself i1f the Communist

. method and the Soviet constitution were not such as to

allow the despot to centralize the power 1n his own hands.

K A New York newspaper has written, "Communist ideology,
and Soviet fanaticlsm are on trial, not Stalin and the =~ -
Stalinist group, The thought that a better world can be
created by following a road strewn with corpses 1is the
starting point of Stalinism." :

We wrote this at the time when the Georglan dictator

- was being desanctifled but it is worth repeating if, indeed,
~ Khrushchev's report can be considered by the Communists as
: only a revisionist document. To us 1t means something

quite different. Yesterday, the New York Herald Tribune
pubiished an editorial stating "Only one conclusion can be
drawn from all the breast-beating by Khrushchev: the system

. .of repression has produced Stalin and 1t will produce others

1ike him in the same way." -

i R . . ‘ ‘ ' :
t. Here 1s the point of the question: the Iron Curtain

_.has been raiged by Khrushchev and by the men of the "new
.coursée." What we have perceived has not surprised us, be-
/.cause no man who.is free and who loves liberty can be surs
. prised by the infamies perpetrated by a dictator, but it

has terrified us just the same.’

“1f, tomorrow, the curtain should fall again (surely

" erushing under 1te weight the protagonists of the "new

cqurse™) we-would not be surprised. So long as the consti-.
tution of “the USSR remains unchanged and power can be - =

" sentralized in the. heiifls of ‘ons*min oF of ‘& 1imited group,
a "relapse® of the USSR into Stalinism cannot. be excluded.‘

This peril does not concern on1§ the Russian people

" but also the entire thinking world.

" 11 Popolo, 6 June

Khrushchev!s report against Stalin, given during the

) .. 1alt Communist congress in Moscow and published yesterday by

. the Department of State, is a document without precedents on .

- the deeades of Soviet terror. The ample indiscretions which -
“leaked out previously in connection with Khrushchev's apeech
“fell short of the truth; the text published in Washington goes.

23
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. further 1n harshness and minuteness,. It is a quarter of a
century of Soviet 1ife which is crumbling, while the heirs

and former collaborators of the defunct dictator are striving,.
~after causing this earthquake themselves, not only to save
themselves from 1t somehow, but actually to derive a psycho-
loglcal advantage from 1t. : -

- The Department of State has not guaranteed the authenticity
of the document; 1t could have done this only if the document -
had reached Washington directly and offlclally from the Moscow
‘rulers. But the confidential sources from which the tex%
has come (from Poland, apparently) and the obvious precautions
which the US government must have taken before authorlzing
i1ts publlication are such as to eliminate any doubt concerning
the consistency of the publication, . L

Furthermore, we are certainly not astonished by Khrushchev'!s
revelations; in fact, we can say that for very many persons
the term "Revelations,” in connection with the report seunds
completely arbltrary. It 1s not a questlion of anything new
but of confirmation of the atrocitles,. oppression, and
despotism which we already knew well: the only new aspect

-which Khrushchev and company are now trylng to present to us
is, if anything, thelr "innocence," theilr nonparticipation

in so many crimes. The present prophets of anti-Stalinism
are attempting to make us forget all the years during which,.
the dictator, in his every action, found support in their. . ..
indispensable collaboratlion and complicity; and in this desg- '-
perate attempt they can do no better than to recall the per-
petual terror by which they were affected. Stalin was a wild
beast; hls lmmediate subordlnates were rabbits: this 1s the
irresistible image which a reading of the report brings to
mind., But 1% 1s not enough to proclaim one's own fear to
escape from so many bloody responsiblilities. i

In any case, thus far we are only repeating old things.
The most slignificant aspect which we can now see in Khrushchev's
report--which the previous resumes did not enable us to pin-
.polnt as yet--is another one: the secretary of the CPSU has
execrating words for the massacres of "innocent and honest
Communists" ordered by Stalilp; but has not devoted one single
word to the millions of bthdY persons exterminated under the
dictatorship.r qgf@he-agpejary, Khrushchev has substantially
approved thesé gpefter fiassiicres when he cited as an example
to be followed the "revolutionary viclence" advocated by e
Lenin, i.e., the elimination of the "explolting classes"
(specifically, all the anti-Communists, the democrats above
all). All the mlddle-dlass people, peasppts, Catholins, and
clergymen assasinated during the Bolshevik regime do not find

in K@FﬁshuhéV!s‘charges one single word of repentence or’
recr miqg%ion; - o
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This, in our opinlon, 18 today the most important aspect

©of the document published in Wash/ngton. ¥e already knew
‘sverything about the old i ommuninm, and vaile an attempt is

now being made to smuggle in 2 Soviei “new iourse," perhaps
r. the old oney
we must reflect especiaily dpon that wats™ “hrushehev has:
"not" said. The fate of pogaible oppc-er s, Preedom e{ demo-
cratic discussion, a guarentes that ther: witli not be a.

repetition not only of Stali#i's methods bui also of Lenin St

" the secretary of the CPSU did nét express himself on this,

fiot could he do so. The Communists who had “»zen knifed in
the back received their funeral oration atv cae 20th Congress;

‘ the millions of anti-Communists assasirnas.ed with equal fero-

city, on the other hand, have remained iin their common graves

,without a flower or a tear.

25
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"AUSTRIA

" Die Presse, 9 June

* The text of the speech which Khrushchev gave on 24 Febru-
ary o the 20th CPSU :Congress and which was recently made pub-
_ lic by the US 8tate Départment should give rise to some food

for thought. The published portlon of the text contains 25,000
"words and was made avallable to the foreign Communist partles
~ by the Kremlin. Considerable portions of the aspeech, however,
" ‘are still reportedly missing. o .

. But the part which:is already avallable gives the free
‘world an &larming insight hto the brutal reality of the Soviet
@System.«HAlarmingAnot so much because of Stalin's crimes, which
KhrushcHev reéported to his surprised audience with morallstic

. “remarks ‘but- whlth ‘destroyed no illusions in the Western world
" about-the charactéristics and moral qualitles of the Red dlcta-
. ‘tor, but alarming because of the deep cynicism with which the

" present leadingadctors of the Kremlin are attempting to push
* off all the lnnumerable murders, mlstakes, and crimes of the
., Communist government in the USSR on the dead Stalin whom they
“n va8ll gerved, perhaps.:not honorably and loyally, but cringingly
~’ “and ‘goviously to.thelri own benefit, for a4 generation, "Instead
o they *are trying toiportray themselves as humanists, world re-
% rormers, -and -disciples of the alone-sanctifyling Lénin, Khrush-
‘' chev'!s speech and all the vindicating propaganda which has been
“ gént out for the past few months 18 designed to prove that
, Cotmunism and the Soviet system are correct and spotless, only .
“jgtalin was a murderer and -- what 1s especlally being criticized
THow -- a dllletante who became insane. ' o

’),'

o In order not to be taken in by this huge bluff of the sly
" - #nrushchev, the free world would do well to remember certain

; igacts: that Stalin's mastery was neither a colncidence nor a
.. Meplorable misunderstanding, but theloglcal result of the

' ~#evelopment of an evil system; a.system which, from the first,
.;;,%ffgra rio way of preventlng the absolutg abuse of absolute
““'mower, The present leaders of the USSR*have not yet shown one

.f_f‘ﬁingle bit of proof that together with the damning of Stalin

bhey intend to liquidate the system which produced Stalin, On
the contrary, the Kremlin continues to exerclse absolute power
iin “the Soviet empire, Everything has remained the same, with

‘the single exception that the one-man dictatorship over the
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party and state has grown into a collective of three, slx,
or elght persons, Moreover, only those erimes of e Stalin-
1st period which could endanger either the. personal existence
of the Communist leadership clique itself or the foundations
of 18 pewer seem particaiarly to excite ¥hrushchev and his
collective-leadership team. The faect that 98 of the 139 mem-
bers of the Pplithuro were liguidated by Stalin almosi moved
Knrushchev to tears, The execution of thousands of Poiish

- officers in the Fatyn Forest on the otheY hand, or even the
conscious starving of millions of Russlan péasants seems to
_have had his ccmplete spproval, since he do®s not even mention
thgm o ) : . ) .

- Khrushehev indubitedly gave future biographéps of Stalin
oS0 valuable material on hi 1ife, deeds, and cpimes, Eh a@diﬁiﬁﬁ,
S et A, BSOS ERIC IR SRRl G0Re AR QOBEABALES o -
ST T arkiind of the Soviet ‘empire, - However, he can in no way credih. oo
himsell with making the Sovliet scciably acceptabie outside its
realm of power. Because, even if Khrushchev, Bulganin, or
‘Mikeyan are now playing Tirst fiddle instead of Stalin, thé
USSR has remalned an absolute dictatorshlp, from which the -
‘elements human dignity,; namely freedom and the right of thé
ipdividual, remain banished, : . :
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Greece

Athens, I Kathimerini, 6.June

According to the text of the historic speech of Khrush-
chev at the 20th Party Congress of Russia, "1f Stalin had not
died, he would have purged Molotov and Mikoyan." This sen-
tence, according to the opinion of American specialists in
‘Soviet affairs, reveals that Stalin dild not dle a natural
death but was executed. This 1s very possible., However, it
1s not of great significance whether Stalin dled & natural or
violent death, What 1s significant i1s his post-mortem "exe-
cution” by those same people who worshipped him when he was
allve as "the sun of the universe" and who sang his blood-
painted fame to seventh heaven, Because, as has been repeat-
‘edly said -- and 1t must be repeated 1n every instance -- the
"execution" of the moral and political i1dol of Stalin testi-

. Tled to something deeper than the overthrow of the "principles"
and methods of hils own perlod, It constitutes a proof of the
lies on which the present generation of the Sovlet leadership --
the so-called collectlve leadershlp -- has grown and still lives.

| 28 |
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Denmark

Socla¥«Demokrgten, 7 June

The text of Khrushchev's speech to the 20th Party Congress,
published by”the American government confirms and deepends the':-
shocking pilcture which the excerpts of the speech already pub-
lished had drawn of Stalin as a power mad, bloodthirsty, and v
finally insane criminal who held absolute power over the millions
of people of the Soviet Unlon,

Bome fuestions arise anew: Why did not Khrushchev himself ‘'r:
publish the speech since the lntentlon was to destroy the Stalin .

~myth? Why have the contents of the speech leaked out gradually,

and been neither confirmed nor denled? Dld the Soviet, leaders
hesitate to administer the shock to the people whighsthe full 2
truth would produce? And ariother quefticn: Why dld the cirele 7
of Yeaders which felt their llves threatened make no resistance?
The' Iives of Molotov and Mikoyan were certalnly saved byi-the

truly monumental piece-of luck that fate --as Khrushchev sald --
&t "$takin die on 5 March 1953%, - . , :

_ Recently Khrushchev answered this questlion before the
Danish - FolKketing members when he. said that i1t would have-been
legally pdssible to, replace Stalln, but lmpossible as a prac-
tical measure, Why impossible? Part of the explanation lles, i
of ‘¢ourse, in the position of immense power Stalin had preparefl.
for ‘h¥m$elf, and the paralyzing fear which surrounded him -~ -« .
but “he réal explanation is to be found in the s¥3tem. It was

‘the ‘system which -- althgugh originally "collectlvely led" -~

gave Stalin the possibility of building up an authority which

required blind subjection, It was the system which gave 1into

his hands &11 the sources of power of the police statey,and
thus all the possibilities for sating his lust for power and

‘hizs thirst for blood, . _

Howeter: the joint responsibility /For Stalin's crimes/

" 1s evaluated, which falls to Stalin's collaborators, it 1s clear

that the main indictment strikes at the Soviet system. The -
Stalin revelatlons furnish a shocklng plcture: of the nature of -
this system -- of the appalling possibilitlies inherent in a S8
police stdate where only one party is tolerated, where there 1is s
no freedom of speech, and where the press 1s a regimented monop-
Oly. . . -
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Social-Demokraten, 8 June

In a flowery article cancerning the new Stalin revela-
tions, Land og Folk wrote yesterday that developments in the
Soviet Union mean that "the stupld and unrestrained smear
campalgn against the Soviet Union which for years has been
comme i1 faut 1s untenable and untrue,"

The “smear campalgn" that the Communist paper dares speak
about has, of course, primarily been directed against the shock-
ing misdeeds of Stalin perpetrated under a system, the most ob-
vious elements of which were these: A despotism, under which
a tyrant who gradually became insane made himself the undis-
puted master of the milllions of people of the Soviet Unlon, A
Justice and police apparatus which arbltrarily murdered thous-
ands of lnnocent people who were tortured into giving false
confessions. A slave camp system which explolted and mal-
treated millions of people behind barbed wire,

. Information on and attacks on thls barbarlc system have
been the main contents of the "smear campaign"™, for which we
gladly assume responsibllity. It has now been overwhelmingly
proved. that the "smear campalgn" contained the truth, and that
Land og Folk, as well as the Communist leaders, headed by

Rksel Larsen, for years have systematically and with full
knowledge twisted the truth about condltions 1n the Soviet
Urilon under Stalinism,

30
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JUN 5 }1956

Snl;iga. 8. Khrushchev'd aftack mi

. Joseph Stalin, Itisa searing expe-

rieach to read that apeech. Foul
murder, base treachery, a.}aehood on
o unprecedented .acale, © paranoia

and egomarita, ati thqn dement'l
_ of the indictment av brings |
against the man &ll Soviet

citizens and Com,muﬂlt dupes the -
world over hailed ndt 20 lang ego as
*sur father, oqr ‘Jeader and our

-teacher.” This appech must surely .
renk as one oi?t?:- most dramatie

docitiienty“of alltime. It 1o & de-
#cription of hell on ,nrth in the land
which millions of the naive once
thought was liapidly becoming

heaven or utopighy' '’
Yet, after the ual ghock of read-

ing thees revela nstromthem;h
et leader of word cominynism, a
lenu ot**satl must peivade

o Qﬁsryopponant nmmunm{;thm

zy&t decades. _'_
helghts ﬂ:@midvea. eomc.s full
confirmation a3

Union, The' L
said many yearx(gbthat Stalin was
& murderer anq monster in human
form. Even
spparent that i itood of 'innumer-
able innocen mcnm- had gtained his
Khrushchsv's speech
ily on detaile, The
parent to every intel-.
Ygent c!um o; the free woﬂd long

ullght.ens ys.

Khrushcheyfl speech was both an
act of euths.r;is—-—forced by the de--
mands of the Rdviet people who were
.. Btalin's victimy for long years—and
‘a prepars.ﬂm Tor the future, Itisa

UNITED STATES

}A‘;-’VL .

Lk

'mia{ monungtm‘hewspuper pub-' f
. lish)eig." the full svailable . text of:

dwadesngoltwu ’

pnme exampln of the “ciit of per-
gonality" in reverse, Yesterday Sta-
din wa§ “the greatest gentus of all
-time and all lands.” - Today he is an

“unapeakable fiend responsible for all.

that was horrible in Soviet history.
The purpese is plain: to exculpate
Stalii's closest associates, who have
now succeeded him, By this act

Khrushchev hoped to wipe clean the -
bloody slsta of the past and to focus

on & dead man the Soviet people’s
Justified demand for vengeance.

The device ix a transparent one.
It shotuld not de allowed to succeed.
Khrushchev, Bulganin, Molotov, Mal-
enkov and the rest were Stelin's own
creaturen and associates. They rose
to their present position by execut-
ing his orders unquestioningly. They
themselves proved thelr prowess ae
puzgers and murderers time and
again, Their hands are also mtained
with biood, and nistory stif Tequir<.
that they appear as dd'mdutu be-
fore the Soviet people. )

The need to recognize the gullt of
the present Soviet leadera is espe-
cially fmportant because Khry-
shchev’s indictment of Stelin is too
narrow and leaves the door open for
new horrord'tomorrow. It is Stalin,
the monster who murdered honest

Communists and endangered Soviet
. power, that Khrushchev exposes, But

murder and tetror are not repudi-
ated. Khrushchev lauds the use of
these nstruments by Lenin “againast
actual clasg enemies.”” Here we have
the answer for all whe may harbor

new illusions about a new birth of -

democracy and freedom in post-
Stelinlat Ruassia.

The esscnce of the matter is that
the real defendant before the bar of

" history-is not Stalin or the Stalinist
. group. The real defendant, the real

31

cllprit is the Communist xdeology
itaelf, the belief that a bettér world
can be brought into betng by travel-
!ngarondlma'edwnhthe corpses
of those who have different ideas.

Stalin and crimes wers
T e Smen wers U logle

" Justifies the mesas, Khrushelov's

indictment testiftes * aloquently o
.what has besn proved time anmd
again in human history: the means
determine the end. The sincere Com-
munists whom Stalin murdered were
the logical suocesoors of the Sacicl
Revolutionaries, the Soclal Demao~
crats, the kulaks and other diszidents
whom Lenin murdered,

One other facst of the matter
deserves thought. ‘We now bave
Khrushchev's word for Stalin’s para-
noia and his crimes at home, But

What of the Eaatern Buropean lasdg
whose freedomm was so
suffed out after World 3 L

of cold war and international tession,
And since Stalin'a puplle stilt rale’
it would be folly to relax our

lived is a useful one to remdinber aa
and

'wedealwnhﬂumhe

elevated to power.
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Certalnly #i$Y&Rt of the Khrushchev speech as
veleased hy the-State Department constitutes one
of the most startling and important historical docu-
mepts of -the 20th century. This is true even
though the paper as made available here ls almost
surely a shortened and perhaps softened' version
of Khrushchev's denunciation of Stalin before the
. All:Soviet Congress of the Communist Party in
February. The speech is essentially 2 brief for
the defense-~meaning the position of Khfushchev
and his colleagues in the present “collective leader-
ship.” It canstitutes, not a repudiation of terror
as such, but a condemnation of terror wrongfully
used: and it omits mention of some of the worst
crimes committed undeér Stalin, such as the annihila-

" tion of the Baltie republics and the Katyn massacre,

Nevertheless, it manages to paint an almost un-
_ believably . savage picture of Stalin, far more

devastating than even the early account of the -

-speech had made out.
. This remarkable indictment confirms and. even
- amplifies the testimony of a long list of prominent
© Sowiet defectors, including Barmine, Krivitsky,

.- ®Qriov Kravchenko, Gouzenko and Khokhlov, con-

: @erning the character and methods of the repression
throughout the quarter century of Stalin's ascend-
~ ancy.’. Indeed, about the only allegation which

Khrushchev neglected to echo is that Stalin had
‘been'in prerevolutionary days a secret agent of
- the, Tearist Okhrana, or political police, and a pupil
~ and -protegé of the notorious Malinowski. The
.- poriFait of Stalin drawn by Khrushchev for the
doubtless pop-eyed delegates is that of a megalo-
. manlac and paranoiac monster-—a sort of composite
of . Caligula and Genghis Khan but with his oppor-

*.  funitles for crueity and terror immeasurably
~ enhanced by modern technology. .

' The numerous counts in the indictment cover

" §talin’s usarpstion of supreme power in party and

 state; his tactics in the preliminary struggles agalnst

- both Left (Zinoviev, Kamanev, etc.) and Right

_. {Rykov, Bukharin, Tumsky, etc.) party oppositions;
the ‘assassination of Kirov and the tremendous
purges that followed: the wholesale and systematic
use of torture to exact confessions from the inne-
~ cent; the demoralization of the Red army by the
murder of Marshal Tukbachevsky and other high-
ranking commanders and by the decimation of its
officer corps; the mismanagement of the “patriotic
war” and the bungling interference with military
_operations; Stalin’s curlous trust in the nonaggres-
" slon pledge of -snother dictator—Hitler—and his
panic and hysteria during the advances of the Nazl

“The Pillars of the Temple

mmeriied gloty: the Greedh with Tito, who Stalli
thought would falt with a'shake ofhis “Uttls fnger”;
and the renewal of the terror as exemplified in the
purges at Leningrad and i Georgia and In. the
fantastic “doctors’ plot.” There Is evefi .k report
that the original versiori of the spew¢h Ificluded
condemnation of the Korean war-—though ity such
suggestion is conspicuously absent in the document -
at hand. .-

Khrushchev does very Litle to clarify the relation
of these later incidents to the struggie for sarvival
and succession that must even fhen have biem
taking place in the Kremlin hierarchy. He metely -
asserts that among those marked for extermination
by the sick, senile and suspicious Stalin were sich

Bolghe ' Molotov, Mikeyan and

Western world, that W de

actually contrived by théxpfret police to provide

Stalin with the appearances-of a ct?:is and a mtut
for destroying all past or potential party adver-
saries. - And the mention of Stalin's supposedly
intended additional victims in turn has given new -
currency to the suspicion that the tyrant, instead
of dying a natural death, may have been murdered
by some of the present crew in self-defense;

‘Although Khrushchev is at pains to assert that-

the horrors of Stalinist rule were made possible.
through the complicity of the secret police and-
above all by the arch-traitor Beria, he also makes -
an oblique effort to implicate his own rival Malep-
kov in the crimes of Stalla. Here Khrushchev Is-
playing a dangerous and desperate game; for though
Malenkoy, who had been Stalin’s personal secretary, -
is certainly vulnerable, so is Khrushehev hlmsel?.
As all the delegates knew, Khrushcbev had been
Stalin’s faithful satrap In the Ukraine. Khrushehev -
must have knqwn, too, that in demelishing the -
Stalin myth so éarefully fabricated by a wheld
generation of obedient propagandists including
himself, he was also endangering the entire Com-
munist mystique, not only in Russia but everywhere *
in the world. For from the repudiation of a charig
matic and infallible leader it could be but a step
to disenchantment with a charismatic and infallible
collectivity. -

It is therefore a reasonable postulate that Khrush-
chev’s speech~—despite the vehemence so remi-
niscent of the enthusiasm with which the terrified
cpmrades were recently denouncing friends, rela-
tives or assoclates who had fallen undeér Stalin's

~ armies; his postwar fabrications of history to give suspicion or disfavor—may not have been altogethe
Bimpelf gole credit. for the final victory and to spontaneous. Perhaps it iy not too muchvt‘:t:urmis:f

deprive such army commanders as Zhukov of their

Approved For Release 2003/08/11 : CIA-BRP78-02771R000200380005-1
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hat the denuneiiﬁon of -§talin was forced_upon
iim as part of the price of continued party leadsr-
_iblp, Who, then; may have foveed it? . There may -

ve some illumination in a prophetic pastage from ~ e

t study of Stalinism written a decads or more ago

)y two anonymous Germans wlo &8 former Com-.
nunists had lived long in Moscow: wm! oppestuaities
0 observe the dictatorship at close'lewd. - Using

he single pseudonym of Ypa*f@m, mey mu.

"

This egmmmsmm eam maipu!smdl
Stalln’s hends, for e {s %helr cmm L]
commen axampiz. Each successor of Sialin

have {o teestablish the balanoce u

vmm%ﬁbythede&tho!themmmnz

suceésss? will be able to do s0, for a new touli

hﬂnle&denhlpwhlhmtobe!mpond and

nlmpuedonthe nthertwo...mwrwm

o lmenkov. who had cnnsﬁtuted h!msdtthe eham—
«*'pion of the managers, made his claim only to be
" deposed. Beria, who commahded the vast and

dreaded police apparatus, attempted his coup d’état,
failed and was destroyed. The power of the secret
police was thereupon broken, and with it one of
the main props of the old dictatorship, Is it not
lik-y that whoever may now attempt to claim’ the
neritage-{-be it Khrushchev personally or the amor-
phous' “collective leadership”—can do so only with
the approval and help of the army leaders? Is it
not likely, further, that they will give this support
on their own terms, which include vengeance for
their past injuries and humiliations? 1Is it not
even possible that they will, in the end, demand
the inheritance for one of their own? “Gwe me a
sward!” cried the Abbé Siéyés in 1798. He found
the sword, but it was Bonaparte's.

33
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" sensational anti-Btaiin spocais ireads, 1n

large part, ke somathing eiivneted froma
Arthur Kosstier’s *Darkaess ot Heon™ of
George Orwell’s “2804.” Although & preb-
ably 15 an abrideed version, and sithioush

- the 8State Depertment clozs N0t vorch for

its authentieily, there s Mitle ranconm to
doubt that it says eseantially the same
things as were sald lasi Fepruary to the
Moscow Congress of e &oviet Commu-
nmm.‘ *

As far a8 subzianes moas, the charges

‘made in the spezch have Getn Enetm

the world for many weaks past. But the
text greatly incresces (he originel 4m-

‘puct of the story, . For the stateméents

sitelbuted to Mr. I rushchov (B2 has yet
0 deny thém) add vp o &8 damniog sn
Indittment a3 anybody o3ulkd aelives
against Jose? Sialln and she therible
deendts of his one-mnn Pedy, Bease we
have a splne-chilling plcture of a tyreume
gone beserk with powes—~a supresasly
vain and evil man, & poychepath &f tine
worst Eind, whe Impesed o relem ©F toreer
on &1l of Russiz. Kis will was faw, ond
to carry it out he resorisd unrester ey,
and at times insancly, to MMes, plots,
counterplots, torture, blcod prrges, &so-
Rate oppression and merciless ginse raur-
der.  And he came clow to weeeking: his

~country with his milfiary judsments and

declsions, including hin refinsed %o Ustam

-to sdvance warnings agedest  Litle’s

attack. .

‘ ‘When he told this stavy ¢ the secost
Moscow sessiom  last Debwwmcy, M.
Khrushchev merely eonfrmcd waet most
free men had assumed for s lomy time
before that. But he éid not answep—nor

“does the purported tax of his apsech—

& number of big questions that stil] pussle
‘even the best of sur Bovies cpstts,  Xe
has failed, for one thing, to eaplain why
he and Russia’s other new “cclleciive

. Approved For Release 2003/08/11 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200380005-1
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—-.'\_“ 7
leaders” apparently did pathing to Te-
* striin Stalin but instead acted as his most -

fawning sycophants untf) the day he

-ditd (or was he murdered?). Ko has

suggested Ches they were sl Loy tarsifed
By thmamo'bmt&hhasmm&yem@mm
enougl o &m%ﬁﬁ%@&m T -
mads clear 88 . . Xy Wi these mom
have dectde] to undeeinks £D. Jarze ond
0 risky & task o3 Stalin’s demlorifention
m synthetie @vinity %o unspenkabis
. Director Allen Y. Bulles of our Con- -
tral Imtciiizence Agency has spls e -

z.mmmmexmmwsmmmm
inteinational gespectability. The major
Paaa@ngggvlt, in Qis view, is thet 34z
EShrgh 4 bis -oslleagvas Iow
found & expedicay, s pechaps M&@ﬂ'
Uve, 0 piacats o lazgs body ¢f amtbie
iamm at hespe, and to that exens .

Sievelogancut miny mark (he siorg of
& egnificant Heupalling trend. Bug stial,
all of us had better keep in maind My

-Dulies® warning that “the 9nal and real

t2st of the Soviet lenders wiil memain Shaly
willlnomess to accemt those institu.
tlonal changes that can glve the Russtan
peopie anl the world in genersl genuine
assurenes that o ome-roem or three or
four-mmmn Yetetorehip cannot im plot
in secrel the massive domsesile an inter-
nations! orimes” of Stalin's day. g
As matiars stand, such insiiuiionsl
changes—including particuiariy iy ore-
ation of epposition parties, an incegrond-
ent judiclocy dnd a frec press—somys o8
Temote Be ever dn the Sovist Uniex, Ac-
cordingly, unless or untll they teke ploce,
the free world muct centinue to vecken
with & dangercus Russlan tyrauny. The
deglorification of Bialln has yot o alter -
that foct m the slightest. There is st
daciness all @y long in the Red empire,
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ist

Twentieth Congress aﬁm@m@f;
ther Premier Joseph S5t edndim: .-
the evil picture the Tierldi world
biis' long hed of e [T dis

tator end adds szuns LR fomos

o its own. Th worid Bow, Lal Hrom

* Kremlin sovrez on
ictment for - ey
nass murdee hom o
en dravm Ly cofug: ,
But whe fo to heliip oo g

tands  eomVE i eegdnoral
Roght 5 A . Lo congpiratar for
wocign, 5t 3 HHAD i oo
od en the £ i ton of ¥ Kilbyots
vhile souading o8 viedmdt 4P mile
A3 20 grishcg Iy &m,gg

a & o

N D1z

gwem e ine

~ hose who did his bidding and pow
- sherit

his powrer.

But 13 it engngh to- erplain the
“sass starvations, deportatiozs, top-
ires, purges, . forced confzssfons,
ave labor, and executions of more
n three decades of Communist
ale as merely the work of one mad-
an who now is gone?.

. To accept this theory would be
' tonveniently personalize respon-
&Wty for hﬂ;:: faults of a
1e abuses, however much t} may

. c-ivie 'beenr helghtened bythﬂ:eimbi-
dns, the “rudeness,” and the sickly
1spicions of Stalin, have a broader
ize than his personality alone.

. When Czar Nicholas T was over-

~ rown during World War I there

as for some months a hope that a
oderate parliamentary government
wder Alexander ' isky might
serge. But this fell because jt mis-

pl. C ek S Il

T IR 11t T
s "{H m’ﬁﬁgxﬁ eiz@. PR
; m ’:,’ : ezrn S

CERE L ".'a t'of

org Biow- siind
the fact Wiat he' turnbd the wospons
of {lerrortuit ageind¥ i§ cwn . dale-

Eut can a sy!temagv n bubd,
sl on latred for all owners: of .~
wealihandmvhagesihmépenomy’ R
in thejr ) y mere tham -
a system which fawns on wealth and R
for long the violerce genérated by

its own character?

The successors to Stalin seem %o
have forsworn the use of force
against other, as indiratec by

Can a minoerity clique, ruling by -
force, determine priority within its
rarks by sweet persuasion? .
_Whatever answer the future may
hold to that question, the free world
now may judge further develop-
nients in the Soviet Union with con-

- fidence that it was not mistaken as

to the character of proletarian dicta-.
torship as exemplified under Stalin, -

| . 35 :
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The first thinx about Nikita 8, Khrush,

. chev’s marathon denunclation of Stalin

at last Febiuaiy's twentieth Jparty con-
gress of the Communists in Moscow,
which now efietdes in textual detal, Is
the fury of atcusation. Stalin, acedrding

. to Rhrushchev, Was & witrderer, An
- ignotamus, a wilitary bumbler who prack

ticed “intoleranes, biutality and abuse
of power.” The departed dictator, in
short, was a mamaq who almest hrought
his ccountry to ruin,

Al of & makes fascinating reading—
Pow Stalin’s “terroristic methods against
honest Soviet peopld” made even the top
offitduls fear for thelt own lives, how
SBtalin liguidated hix fellow-workers, in-
luding such “eminent paity and goversiv
ment leaders as Kossior, Rudentak, Eikhe,
Postyshev, Voznesensky, Kuzentsov and
Rodioriov,” how he tortured the innocent,

- tiow” this power-mad individual dGevele

med “the cult of the individual.”
Whether. this 1s the full story no one
€Al be certain, Perhaps Mr. Khrush-
‘chev Xnows a good deal more, and maybe
not all of It has to do with Stalin. The
new Communist party boss was, after all,
i ol knowledge of what he now ¢as-

gt e s o 0t oy crle Wllgh. 8 g1

But Mr Khrushchev is now eagerly
engaged in irying to write all this off.
It is 8 massive undertaking to revile
everything that has gone before, to put
all the blame ou a dead man, and to try
%o sell the world on the argument that
virtue and justice have come to the U. 8,
8. R. under Khrushchev's tollective dic-
tatorship. And it is qulte évident that
the Red salesman knows this. He is
letting things get out gradually. First
there ‘was the big secret speech more
than three months ago, then the pro-

-gressive revelations of Stalin’s downgrad-
- ing foliowed by the controlled circula~

tion of the speech itseli (doubtless care-
fully edited) among the satellite coun-
tries and the party faithful elsewhere.

In a {free country, cbviously, such
astounding news would be known to all

" at once. But in the land of the Soviets
“people are told only what their masters.

want them to know. Certainly they
weren't informed abgut Stalin, and even

Approved For Release 2003/08/11 CIA-RDP78-02771R000200380005-1
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now they are getting the Ehev

“ verston only in controlled doses, this

is the way the system operates belingd
the Iron Curtain, Dictatosship’ ‘axists bés,
cause it dlctates, and if ‘things were any
different there wouldn’t Have been m

" Stalin or Khrushclmy either,

The plain fact iz that the systcm
spawned Stalln, and the only change
now is the transfer of power from ;:e
man to a very few, About all“that.
Khrushchev contributes s thap ﬂﬂm
was stupld in the exerciso of his poyer.
1t was simply tha the- old boss kitled

.off the wrong people and in hix époecen-

tric delusions shaped the wrong ,
The burden of complaint Is that Stalin'y
repression went too far and wis bad fof
the party, Nothing is sald about A%
senselessness of terror itself, and Mr.
Khrushchev is notably silent about the
Radek and Zinoviev-Kamenev trials and:
the mass purges of peasants. To bring
the chronicle up to date, 1t was only last
week that. news came from Azerbafjan of
the execution of ex-Premier Bagirov and
three other high-ranking Communists as
counter-revolutfonists, That was the way

: “justice" operated under Stalln, oo, But

ETANAEPLLE

was fundament.ally amiss, then or now.

In the Khrushchev view, the trcuble
was operational, what with Stelin ale
most losing the war, ne:dlessly roiling
Tite and finally Yecoming so feajous
and crotchety that he was about to ex-
tinguish physically some of the Polithuro,
The wonder MNere is that somehody

- didn’t beat Stalin to the draw, and who

knows but what this is not she accurate
version of the dictator’s end?

For all of Mr. Khrushchev's enraged
breast-beating, there is only one con-
clusion to draw. The system of repres-

" -glon produced Stalin,” and 1t s still just.

a8 capable of producing another, For all
of the surface sweetness and light, mixed
in with the Soviéts’ mounting economie
and political offensive around the world, :
there has been no essential change. This
is a graphle picture of the Soviet world
at work, It gives the free world a rex

newed opportunity to show forcefully theé

difference between freedom and twanny.

LA
.5)
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THE KREMLIN
Discriminotion.in @ Tomb

o E
Walking out from his Moscow, residerice”
in a cream sult and white map-briﬁ'?%i;,"fi
with his wife, Tito pointed aut the hidhse

Maoscow went. all out last week to. wel. i Pushkinskaya Street where be lived in

come Comrade Tito, the prodigal son, and ~the '30s,

for one very good ‘Yeason. For them, at
this moment in history, he was the world's
most useful man. These days the Krem- .
lin's Communists have one basic task on..
their minds: they hope, by pinning re-
sponsibility for Communist crimes of the
‘past 20 years on Stalin, lo excuipate
themselves from a guilt which they vn.
questionably shared. They do not seom o
care how Khrushchev's exposé affects for-
_ leaders  who—Jivieg
under no “reign of terror” in their own
countries~had no excuse for their slavish
subservience to Stalin’s will (see below).
Instead, the, Kremlin tumned to the one .
surviving European Communist - leader .
with a.certified. anti-Stalin redord: Yugo- .
slavia’s 2l Tito, 'In the Kremlin's
new reckoning, Tito “was, a “cleanskin”
who could perside neutralist' and social-

‘ist govermnments, and waverers in NATO

and SEATO, that the Soviet change of
heart is genuine. - Lo
Champagna&Cakes. Elabiratelycoinrt-
ed in Moseow last week, Tito was explisit-
ing his singular advantage with evident
satisfaction. In the conference room at

- the Council of Ministers bnilding, the
. customdfy huge portrait of Stalin had

/' removed in order that Tito should
wot Be offended. Marching stermly through
the Lenin-Stalin mausoleum in Red Square
in his powder-blue marshal’s uniform,
Tito ignored the sarcophagus of Stalin,
gave a pazsing glance to that of Lenin. His
5 ft. wreath was marked “To Viadimir
Hyich' Lenin" from ‘“Josip Broz Tite.” At

" a workers’ meeting at the Moskva Auto
Works (formerly Stalin Auto Works),

“he said that after an ahsence of ten years

he ‘was giad to meet some people who
were not afraid to look him in the eye
and speak up, :

At luncheone and receptions in the most

--. ornate halls of the Grand Kremlin Pal-

ace, surrounded by grimming, handshaking
Russiap bureaucrats and .bemedaled offy-
-cers of the Kremlin guard in gold-braided
green ;umiforms, Tito contrived to look

 phimpessed, His handsome, darks-skinned

wife Jovanka outshone the dowdy official

~Russian wives with her wardrobe of: efe-
"gant evening gowns of white silk, black
lace over bromze-red, her red stole, gold
mesh bag and rubies, and her day suits of
pink brocade snd lavender silk. At .the
ballet Tito Jooked bored.

)

a visit to the famed Lux
ior) Hotel, caetime heads
quarters of the Comintern, from which
hundreds of foreign Communists were
dragged in midnight raids during the great
purges. Taking refrge from cromds of gap-
ir:g Russians in an ice-cream parlor, Tito

* ozdered champrgne and cakes,

e was shown an atomic reactor which
Premtsr Bulzanin said was “similar to the
one we are making for you.” At Leningrad
his trefn was mob! as crewds broke
pelice lines. Tito put on his man-in-the-
street act, tucked children under the chin,
and listened to extravagant compliments
paid to bim by Premier Bulganin who,
just as eloquently a few years.earlier, had
reforred to him as a “jackal.”

Perhaps the. sweetest of Old Balkan
Hand Tito’s, satisfactions was thé ven-
gennce he was ta};jng on the men who had
spiken loudest. 1n denunciation of him
during hix 1948 quarrel with Stalin. Satel-
tite leadérg 34H6.ofi¥€ deniounced hint have
béch ﬁh@?&d aside, or tremble in their
jobs, Mei Who went to their deaths ac-.
cused of frafficking with him have had
their reputations posthumously “rehabili-
tated.” The Cominform which expelled
him has been dissolved. Molotov has re-
signed, AW these things, Tite indicated,
make for a good start, but he still has
some names on his bist, He has a score to
settle with an old enemy, Hungarian
Communist Boss Matyas Rakosi, And the
Yugoslav party newspaper Borba has
made clear Tite's displeasure with
France’s Maurice Thoree. Little Albacia
has not yet properly recanted,

Moscow needs Tito, and
high. :

The Mow Pole. For a long time the
standard U.S, attitude has been that “Tito
is too smart to get himself back into the
bear's claws,” and to let it go at that. A
reappraisal is now needed. Obviously Tita
is. not. willing to become . satellite again.
‘But a new role is emerging for him in the
Communist world-—a role gratifying to
his . consiferable .ego and suited to his
+considerable talepts. ..

ast week it was becoming clear What
the Kremlin wants of Tito, Jt does not
medn to destroy his indépegdénce, but to
put it to use. Stalin’s old cronies and
legitimate heirs want Tito to Yotch for
them in the world of friendly but dobt-
ing. nations of Europe and Asin, when' the

the price is

B ‘ of RN
20 »3:?-,«& LI B

full facts of Stalin's critnes becomn:
ékno\mg.,‘_ They want Tito as a kind of
ambassidor extraordinary amorg the gew-
tral ndfions, selling the Kremlin Boe from
‘meww:amg, using his influencs 1o Feestab-

t is now, or soon holty
discredited. " il e, wha
. Whst will Tito gain? Rebind his Tortly
impassivity Js theis a dream of bacoming
Yoz great ideological and organizations!
gealus of the werld Communist Farties,
laying oid leaders aside and ‘restoring or-
der iri-the zonfused and resentful ranks of
the Itslian, French, Germaa and satellite
pacties, 8 deeam perhaps of unlting the

world's Comraunist asd Socialist Parties
in some kind of nevy International?

Tito has already shows himeelf skilled
in pursuing the direction Moscow now
wants to take, He has found a way of talk-
ing io the outside world. He has kept 2
tight secwrity rein on his country without
some of the more tlagrant .severities of
Moscow. It is true that he has botched
the running of his economy; the peasants
are still poor and dissatixfied, But in this
he i< no worse than the Russians (neither
dires atiimi;;" )thaxn;he difficulty Is in the
system itself). be has shown agili
and a certain style in dplomacy. eility

But above all, Tito provides the Kyem-
lin with 2 new opening to the West. The
European Communist Parties outside the
Iron Cwrtain have diminished everywhere
except in France and Italy; and in these . -
two countries, while they hold their
strength, t?eyﬁz;tre isolated and sterile, A
new way of infiltrating Western Eu is
needed-—a way of bringing dnwnEtl:pbe&t-
riers that Stalin's madness erected against
Russia. The active hostility of the West.
em world must be numbed; perhaps even
the military resglution of NATO can be
sapped. At the height of the cold war
each side knew where it stood; now (he
Commumists seek to blur distingtions, so
that Moscow Communism fades imper.
ceptibly into “independent” Communism,
which in turn fades imperceptibly into
neutralism, so that in time the noutralist
may be bard to distinguish from the
indifferent antagonist, In all this bilvireing
of attitudes, Tito s useful, and the old
ha;}ts&r: in the way. IR

-~ If- the’ Therezes and Togliattls hold '
back and’ heshate to. discredit Saaw
memory “too quickly, it ia not because
théy” h:;gys;:un's bl:mmy-greeh, Bast bet
Cause ar that in the process the

Uemsclives niay he'eﬁmed._"p Lo W

Y
—
0
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Tito anncumced in Moscow last week that

“there are no Jonger any important prob-

Jems to solve’ between Russian Commu-
nism and Yugoslav Communism. In the
Kremlin's lofty, alabaster-white, great Hall
of- St.:"George, a reporter drew Tita's
atlention to U.S. congressional threats to
cut off U.S. aid to Yugoslavia. Sald Tito,
resplendent in his blue uniform: “It is
not mportant, Our relations with the U.5.
remain as before.” But will they?

In the past the U.S. had been guarded

* in its trust of Tito, but generous with its

money. Now that he was back in his old
csmp, with a certain stature of his own,
he ‘may not miss the dollars he will now
fose. He knows that the U.S. will still ind"
it mecessary to-ialk to him and through
him. But from. now on, there will be an
nevitable difference. Denying him dollars
will itself solve little. A more {undamental

respouse to Moscow’s new calculated blur- -
" ring of distinctions is:to keep distinctions

glear. Titd's- return t6" Moscow is a useful
first lesyb:a Commuihist in a Communist.

- Both halves ‘of the world—the agn-
¢Gommunist and the Communist—shobk

" under the impact of First Party Secre:

‘tary Nikita Khrushchev's no-longer-secret
speech to the 20th Party Congress
(Tmse, June 11), but, whereas the non-
Communists quickly absorbed the infor-
mation given by Khrushchev, the Com-
.munists this week were still reeling.
Even those who had reason to know
'the truth about Stalin’s reign were never-
‘theless startled by Khrushchev's brutally
direct account of such monstrous crimes
as the deportation of millions of people
from their homelands, the futile and

*. meaningless killing of thousands of pasty

intellectuals, and the hideous miasma of
murder and mayhem around the Kremlin.
So Harrowing was Khrushchev’s tale that
the U.S. State Department (which had
got the text from an uvodivulged source)
debated on the value of releasing it, think-
ing that many resders might be moved
to accept Khrushchev’s picture of him-
self and other top Stalin aides as inno-
cent men caught up in a web of terror
against which there was no possible pro-
fest. What finally decided the release of
_the text was the fact that the speech re-
vealed such a sordid picture of Communist
. intrigue that it could net but have a de-
moralizing effect on Communist Parties
_outside the Soviet Union. As it turned
out. this was the wiser counsel.
The Hoodwinked, Most of Europe's
top Reds were in Moscow when the speech
- was made to the Party Congress fast Feb-
suary, and (though barred from the se-
* cret session for Russians only) had read

T

iner {rattoriy'a

It in transcript. On returning to their own ™

countries they remained sllent about it,
while mauguxating‘ piecemcal efforts .to
downgrade Stalin. Last week, as large
slabs of the speech hit the front pages of
non-Communist European newspapers, the
storm breke over the heads of the cautious
Communist leaders. Angry and confused,
party members demanded to know what
it meant, .

For the first time in the history of the
Ttalian Communist Party, Leader Palmiro
Togliatti was caustically critical of the
Moscow  leadership, deseribed Khru-
shcbev's attack as *brutal and dangerous.”
Said another veteran ltalian Red: “Khru-
shchev’s speech was not Marxism . . . it
was a personal tivade intended to relieve
his feelings after years of bullying.” As
criticism grew, Togliatti announced an ex-
traordinary series of regional conferences
for reorientation of his huge party (2,130,-
oo members), He told the extraordinary
meeting of the 110-man Central Commit-
tee that the word must be spread gently:
Ttalian Reds would resent having been

_buggerato ' (hoodwinked). For the first

i imiigdtic, his return . from Moscow in
;ggﬂ,’ﬂ'ozhﬁm

pitdyle -Soviet Teadership
are: being.eritigiatd. at, cgil-meetings (and
thérd hipbrdy. ovéf int hinsses at the ‘cor:
tér micktings).

aunist  Party  Leaders

‘In Pans,

“Maurice Thdrei‘zand'jacques Duclos were

also under fire forihaving failed to divulge
any hint of thettrue nature of Stalin.
But, fearful.of dosing their large following
among French intellectuals, they still per-
mitted (in a miner party publication)
only mild criticism of Stalin “grown old.”
Bul perhaps the best example of the di-
lemuna thrust on foreign Communists by
Khrushchev's revelations was the bitter
tears being shed by Manhattan's Daily
Worker (see Press).

The Missing Hour. The 26,000-word
released text, evidently a copy of the
tightly edited version circulated among
Soviet district organizers and some for-
eign leaders, was about one hour short of
the full speech delivered by Khrushchev.
Missing from the shortened version (but
leaked from “Moscow last March) was
Khrushchev's charge that Stalin had been
anti-Semitic and had liquidated thousands
of Soviet Jews, Nor was there specific
mention in the transcript issued by the
.S, of the “murder” of Marshal Tukha-
chevsky and some s.ooo officers of the
Red army prior to World War IL

Also absent fromithe edited dialogue
was the voice of an unnamed delegate
shouting from the hall, “Why didn’t you
kill him7” and Khrushchev's reply : “What
could we do? There wa$ a reign of terror.”
No mention was made, either, of the fact
that, at Stalin's order. the elephantipe

%

“Khrushchev had “onco  performed the

gopak, a fast Ukrainian dance. Nor did
the transcript record such homely touches
as the cob-nosed Nikita in tears as he

told of children being tortured. and the -

fact that 30 delegaies had fainted and
had te be lugged out of the hall, -

But the most significant omissibn in

the edited text was any reference to the
effect of Stalin’s terver on Soviet foreign
policy. Last week Italian Communists
were saying that a major portien of
Khrushchev's speech was devoted to a
searing attack on Stalin’s conduct of in-
ternational velations.

In the unpublished portion of hiz
speech, ‘say the Italjuns, Khrushchey
charged that Stalin 1) needlessly de-
stroyed intemational good will existing
hetween the Seviet Union and her World
War H. allies; 2) deliberately planiid
and executed provocative measures ke
the Berlin blockade—-which proved to be
~dangerous and humiliating fgilures, to
‘beoot: 3) ruthlessly deprived the Seviet

" people of the fruits of victory by forcing’

them to tighten their belts and concen-
trate on aggressive adventures and mil-
itary pieparations, including the produc-
tion' of cutddted armis:® 4) stlirted the

- war in Korea confident that 4 walkover

victory would be accepted by the LU.S.;
5) recklessly exposed the Sovict Union (o
the grave danger of a global war and pos-
sible atomic attacks which the backward
Soviet air force could bave neither pre-
vented nor retaliated, .

The Khrushchev indictment means that
Russia’s entire pos{war “peace” campaign
was a sham, that Stalin was the aggressor
in every cold-war episode. In Karea, said
Kbrushchev, “Stalin personally ordered
the attack to begin.” When word of all
that geis out, Italian Communists are
apt to feel even more drggerato,

Ten Days Thot Shook. In his welcom-

-ing speech at the zoth Party Congres,

Khrushchev bad said: “The unity of our
party was being built up during the years
and decades, It grew and became stronger
in the siruggle with numerous enemies——
the Trotskvites, the Bukharinites, the
bouygeois nationalists and other invet-
erate enemies of the people . . ." But in
his sensational last-day secret speech
Khrushchev told the delegates that the
phrase “enemies of the people” bad been
invented by Stalin to justify the liquids-
tion of thousands, and that in the.grest

. purge the real Trotskyites of al. weer w0

few in number that they constituted no
opposition. ‘
Tt is a fair assumption that in the inter-

ihut a change, of pace. Kbrushehev, who

NTRY
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- vening ten days there was. in the upper S
,party hierarchy. not a change- of heart -
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" vyed againmt party. members, - against i« another Kaganovich prolégé, Khrushchev,
s seemed unable to handle. Later in Mos. .

was clearly in agresment with ibe down-
grading of Stalin, may not have wished to
proceed as quickly as - civcumstance dic-

probably by the army cadres ity'the party,
‘version released by the U8 State
rtment is full of ingratiating refer-

#ces to the Red ammy. Khryshchev con-

intts the fact that Marshal ' Konstantin

ossovsky, hevo of the battlesiof Mos.
ow and Stalingrady was a Sialiy victim,
‘rom the podivitrhyealls down to Mar-

uiness in flatlery such a5 zo douly helped
Teserve. his life dn the Perifous heighes
t Stalin’s side. ' '

- For stidents  of ‘Communist thought

focesses, the most interesting aspect of
‘hrushchev's speech is what might be
Wled the Kbrushchey Thecey of Tervor.
hrushchev appraves of the teiror em-
oyed by Lenin aghinst the enemies and
<timy of the Octﬁﬁér3R¢v"olul.ion (“Le-
I tsed severe methods’ only in ‘the'most

| ik 0005-1
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and ruthless administrator, ‘Stalin was
Tumored to have married. Kaganavich's
sister Roza, though this has pever been

established as facty b

An Old Bolshevik, Kaganovich sup-
ported Stalin against Trotsky in the fight
for power after Lenin died and was re-

warded in 1930 with a Polithuro seat and
the first-secvetaryship of the powerful
Moscow Party Committee. It was in this

job that he took under his political wing = .

a mild-mannered and goateed young func.
tionery named Nikola; Bulganin,

Always something of a maverick—he -

was {be only Jew among top Sovirt lead-
ers to survive (he purges—XKaganovich
won Stalin’s approval for-his loyalty and
toughness and.-got - ane top - job after an-

cither. He plaved an imgortant role in.
. the party purges. was Put in charge of the
construction of the famed Poscow Meiro |
and finally he became czgp of Russia's,
rafiroads, a job thag ke pursved with such .
vigor ducing Wosld War IY that he insti-_ |
tuted (e deaih penalty for failure te "

make trains tun on time, With respon-
sibilities came rewards: his home town
was mamed after him; sp were half

a
CeSSary ' 4a8és, - whep' “the *.exploitifig 1., dozen cities tiroughout the Soviet Unjon; . v
‘s?& ‘Wﬂ{:_ﬂﬁlq iﬂmd{"tt‘)»hd'%imb%ﬂ“ﬁ@ -MDSEOW Eﬁ@m RE G WU e T e
"t think e.tcrro;?empldyedmulm'»;f tAfterithe E?;S&ﬂ’iﬁ' gave ﬁimae -
ﬁ“ Buildi X ‘

WSants diying the coNtiviadtion of the,

o worth: séntioning, A
e bt tenr aoly lionsihis i

“rades, and it §s noteworthy hat' his

"W of investigitors i ‘¢xamining Sta.
\pmecutwn -of top party members
Ay Jo. downgrading Malenkov and fir.
¥ MolotoV be does not mzake Stalin's
stake of' Physically liquidating them,
angh they' are rudely ‘and summarily
posed..of. ‘But in the ‘elimination of
o-Kbrushchev men :in  the security
s ( Berin-ites) and Georgians loya!
the Stalin myth, he is showing himself
merciless as his old instructor,

own, but Still Breathing

n the familiar line of cold, grey faces
p Lenin's cold, red tomb, watching the
1 Square parades pass by, one mus-
rioed figure was always seen quite close
Stalin. He was First Deputy Premier
ar Moiscevich Kaganovich, onetime
10r’s apprentice who became an abls

.:nital Minjstry
s susbed him off :

i!dmg‘, then

0 D3 o

08

EOCHIFOA

cow, Kaganovich wag placed in charge
of laber, .

Last week a two-paragraph Mem in
Pravda reported that Lagar Moiseevich
Kaganovich, at his own request, had re-
signed his post as labor boss of Russja,
His successor is Alexander Petrovich Vol.
kov, chairman of the rdbber-stamp Coun-
cil of the Union, and a man 50 littie known
that the latest edition of the Great Soviet

not even Jist him.

v_;:%dopediadoas _ S
- Thus, like two other Old Bolsheviks be.

fore him—Comrades’ Molotov and Miko-
yan—Lazar Kaganovich, at 62, has Jost

his big job, but not his head, One by one

the Old Stalinists are disappearing from
sight so that two other Old Stalinists,

Bulganin and Khrushehev, can get on

with their story that the beirs of Stalin
bad nothing to do with him,
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'*—By %mand Lundberg

THE VILLAIN IS THE PARTY

No single individual, not even Stalin, can be held solely responslue
for the crimes commitied and condonec! by Commumsm over fhree decades

MATEVER the inner reasons for the official degra-

dation of Stalin by the Communist arty of lhe

Stmd Union—and these will become known only with

time—thie action is unquestionably of enormous sngmﬁ-
ce for lhe world as a whole: Jt shauld, therefore. be

' ulefnﬂy and continuously analyied so Jong as anal\ sis

promises to yield illuminating coriclusions.
- Official Soviet policy now, it shouid be obsetved. is

made suddenly, and startlingly. to harmomze wnh amn-k

paranoid who complete]\ mercbsdowed oy Oy
Torquemada, {van'the Terrible andeyopn S BN Toaz.

morrow. It is oomposed of malevolcnt shades, conjund
~up out of the illimitable Russian spaces. Not even the
posthumons official reputation of the Party -leadership is
stable. The CPSU, the fact is, is an extren:ely volatile com-
pound, liable to explodeinternally or externally in com-
pletely unpredictable ways. There is only ene thing one
can always say .about this party: It never does mybotl).
least of all its managers,.any genuine good. .
Instead, of heaping :Hlame upon Stalin for past s
t_@m the, waeld, skipuld how ask: What, did the CPSU-
-evef! 'ﬂ‘zs to ‘photpct past. “Fenders; Old Bolshevika, and

£
A’uunlllm -spdtions#égf ‘the Russimn. pegple: from,the prolonged

. mnnist official ukase ‘Hitler; How: ib'éﬁo’.irfito be no more--wyantl‘blood§ Stdlinist ferrorism? This party, as-everyone

than Stalin’s apt pupil. a fact fully Evident twentv vears*i-». ‘knows, did nothing to hinder vicious deeds,

“ag0 to the politically clear-eved. ‘Nah-Russian supporters
‘of Stalin, such as the members of affiliated Communist

: Ppames and fellow:travelers, are' now showa—oeflicially—

*to be low 1Q’s polmca!l\ «persons of fundamental ill-will.

: ; ‘tthemselves bordél" e ¢ates, or a combination of these

-’épeahonable qualitigs. But this is of comparatwel\ minor
Smportance. especially for the future.

What is of greatest importance is the extremely reveal- o

ing light the recent turn of events throws on the Commu-

nist Party of the Soviet Union, the chief vehicle of Krem- -

lin eonspiracy both internal and exterasl, Stelin is decd.

. He was a single frail man who succumbed ©2 ropidly as

anvone else to disease or personal violence. Had he
worked alone, Stalin could not have accomplished a tiny

 fgaction of the evil for which he is now officially held
. reaponsible. He needed organized gscistance, and an in-

strument, with which 10 send millions of his own people
to death and to concentration camps and to conspire with

Hitler for the unleashing of World War II against: !be :

peoples of the world. That instrument existed, ready’to

© Stalin’s criminal hand: the Commumat Party of Yhe. .

Souet Union.
As should now be plainty evh%'e e leader;hip 9! thg%
CPSU and its foreign afiliates loday ui gony

l' amﬁliéi
coniem}

Fenvinanp LUNDBERC, anthd# ofAndet] i’ s 5;x

and The Treason of the: Peo?le,,

e lectiife
porary plubqulprwémmrgmm;%umﬂmm R

thing to
ty,promote them. It cannot protect jts own. aﬁcul heroes,
'cdead or alive. It cannat he relied upon by anybody '
. "The official degradation of*8tdlin hlso shows the world
L;;—:redundanlly perhaps—that the present Kremlin leader.

“sliip, the creation of Stalin, will stop at nothing. Stalin, |

. by means of propaganda and terror, had been made an
_integral part of the Soviet myth, a nstional hore, Lenin’s
belovéd pupil. On the basis of all historical procedent, his
repulation should have been held inyiolate by the CPSU.
Instend we see that party, undcs ito present leadership,
showing no compunction whatever about dreggiog his
name, officially, in the mud. If Khrushchev and his asoy *
ciates are capable of doing this, and going %o the pad

_ trouble of re-educating Stalin worshippers, whet.may ane.,. .
believe them mcapable of doing? They will, it should be . T

clear,.be deterred by no acruple from aervhg kheu' ends,
whatever those ends may he.: . »

. The leadership in the: *Kmqlm .u compleld}" ﬂmble
bndeologlcally H it suits #s purpom ‘as the world now
sees, it ean turn, agmiwl Statin, who created this lude(dnp

. and lifted its memhers from ‘bscurity. And.if it can, puit-
- ing '{is purposes, turit’ against Stakin it can aleo tayn -
‘pgainst Lenin, against Markiand Exigels, agameg& ths' alxole

.“Y.,feml%miaty listory the CPSU claims 2o. represent:

eaﬂ af éxmllmg the; worlung class {even ao it tovtures.
3 :k cap.Aurn agaibist it -ovently.. Claiming to m& for
ia ohange,and progress, the Paxiy, if it mm its dmme.

dﬁmw mom&smwﬂ mi!! chinge-uad .

i

1'%



‘ For this pariy actually seeks——~perhays on ah EOT i ,

level—the | ennihilation of- everyﬁnng, “mc[udmg ftselt
“and ‘ite‘leaders,

The gvll genius who created this' parlx was I.emn. wha -

: M‘fw ﬁp{:& again rules the Soviet Panthieon. in cold and -

. worse) will believe white
" are, themfore, alua'vs cofty

t, u(mmunist party, to those who sinebrely believe.im itz dy .

. hought to represtnit in o corfiorafe’ torm,. andto guidé:
iwm, all ‘those temiéﬁucs in h:stéty that wénrﬂkely to
‘st srolitole-the develbginem of man to a WVl much higher

Approved For: Release 2903/08/11 CIA- RDP78 02771R000200380005 1

' pmgm The Pimy, it is m'itlent, (-un”b.q_’;m&“to mnd -
' 'i“i ﬂh)’“""s'! .

Far to the CPSU and its lenders, everylmng is 2 tactic -
ar 38 materdal for a tactic in the grand strategy of always

bmldmg power. At bottom, and’ quintessentially,” what
the: CPSU and iis leadership® #andd Torsia. nﬂnlislm,'i

thip party, the mrporate expression of nﬂullani no&nng

whate‘&er is: -valuable or sacred. Rightﬁ"ﬁamed the' puﬂy’" |

would he' called the Nihilist Party* of #he”Soviet' Uniion, "

ry gpfenf‘or What is politieally. wrong ‘with Soviet.

ﬁussia fronia yurely human point of view. is, pretisely,

rivthing sioté nof ess than the Commumst party, organ-
izell so asfe’ piace ‘unidder central positrol 4 &m:ipﬁned N
inass of depersenialived: peliﬁcai mﬁm S the. form of
party. membérs, _'ﬂl@ patty rembers,” quite. éhaehdy,
will mechanicaily"_do Mcbver'xﬁ .aﬂ!émd and (what is

ok

n faa‘.g;e “golmeal eoldxers, always engaged i p&htmal &

g :qfd',war mé}ufold il_l ns forms. . .

ntly, the ;hgjm:ﬂt quea?mmng of the grcatncss
aﬁ‘mxall tgnated ciiminal Junitie; Stalin,
was sufficient: to’ ‘bring dismissat-fromi the tobot raiks'o
e Papty. Now, to doubt that the erighinal lusiatic was 2

o rhmina] Tanatic wﬂl instead brimg dismisy fsgal, s
- Why, it may be d&ked “should anyone ‘t}cmb!e, espe-
: '*faﬁy oumde Ruma, at lhc; prospect ‘
‘ - Muﬂ,pany"’ 1% Riissia &mmal of coul'se, is tam’
T mﬁmﬁ of the very leadf 43 bring - mude” perianently *

disipissal from: thn;; ;

einploted, without medis: of support, And'it inay meun

Mch wo{i'se Bt ouilde Soviel Russia, pattientirly in the

 ciantries, dismissil wxﬁm be so harsh iin its effects.”
y‘:ﬂm should nﬁﬂme bé afraid-of dismissal?
. To understand ﬁns one must-first understand that the-

‘han the world fias' yet. seen; The. party is the corporate

T sxpression-of all: that is. valaable. b the service of this

depl, any aetibh “whalever  § is Justifiahle, While the tofi’

- eaders unqucsnonablv 1o longcr believe: thig; as LeniW -

stobably sincerely did, the hard'core of. Pattv belmersdo-
selieve it. Tn that setise, they are trad lénmm o

: . While the true believer in “the free countrics wmoﬁ»
sated basically: by .the ‘vision hete sketched, he akso re-

iponds to orders-partly from habit, patily because fomg,
ervice in the Party has détmed him ui

nitiative, and pNNOB& 'b&qﬁm

i “%&E aretold to belneve.'ﬂiey
ctely and frighteningly sin-
ere in mrﬁng out’ m'ﬁ ,'?'mmmn wnﬁxm the- Pgmy L

3 Jepends upon responsivenesﬁ*’.ﬂﬁ Eaﬁggwrs. -

ST S -

»hm\soﬂ to” ofligh thaw Communist forms of Ammociation.

xrmﬁammnmet leveb of wmty He ¢an: ’nmhmgcr adapt“

* The official® ﬂagm&atmn of Stalin; then, changés noth-

ing - fundamefity. The party that 'was Stalin’s instru-
ment;,ud wnhmit which he could not have ‘aperated, still
Mﬁt 8 coie are all the: long-texm spiritipl Chekists

carried owt:on cultural and. sieiallaveld dong béfote it is

journalism, the Cmnmlmlst Haity’ 4

obitrusive faﬁnon s attitudes anl ﬂiwmw Tovig

befare Tesues are b\ren ‘pased; W)tl; great pattina: ity aud‘v .
1 ok

. at great eXpﬁse in time., effort md m@uw

.who-have spppotted it for years: The Communist Party
of the Soviet ‘Unfon’;: with its fomgn -affiliates; is organ-

+ ized for ghe: fundamemal Aactic: .cembat, ag,zressum,

" azaingt, gp)ﬂahd all. While 5 doea not ‘fuls, ot graditions] -

" armed ‘aggression, it specializés iiveagpréssion Mmﬁ‘ -

launched even on lzgal palim:nl "levels“ gi‘uwﬂu,@‘_
philbisophy, esthetic cdtlmsm, all MW‘M il
.Saio shape e

devious ways to cardition’ respOnIeR. hmg Eﬂ' tg, o

stimuli ‘have been applied By the Party, - .-

In the free world, Mﬂmmumst ‘party alumys disposes’

its forces so. as to insure "the mmwn of social md;“"’;
pohtual conflict, thereby insu,ringﬂﬁmwgmum'ymﬁn -
Aty of - disruption. ' Communist pasty mefnbers ‘march;

_ s.hnulder to shoulder in secret united-Fronts, from ) time

to time, with representatives of every shipding: m'&he gpec-
trum of belief. They sre.drawn, as by aminvisible magnet, -
to every group that has a sense of grievatice,. whither its

feeling of grievance is yusiified or nak: Op,gomd {Hor its.
own inner: reasons)-to. Anti-Semitfany incoge set of eirs

cymstances; it will lg'ght the fires of wi&mﬁ:m Ty

other set of ‘circumetances.
" conntried, wherever it seises powet: i
instruments for converling werkers. itos state
The Conmmunist ‘party, ps.its Gistory’ dhow,
creative powsr. T heither

F‘m«lmﬂv*nmuu in thie- free
dkes tfm:-unim:&f ‘

produces anythivg worthuhild ,

not dges it promote the production. of mthai, ey
thing it touches it blights. Tt can. ‘only: destroy, ite friends -
. as'wel ‘as Hs enemies: Nihilistic tbmughout lts being, 1ti,
kills-that which it formally-loves as well as that which it :
formally hates, It really loves or rtspeets nobody, net

" sven:Lenin, perhaps least ui afl. Maerx. . !&- Fou itr the ulkie
ithate* artalybsis, subjecf to no Kammgh control, but with the.

woméntum gained in forty. years of conseientiously conv

trived: wickedness it impersonally. eontrols its. nominal-
~gontrollers. Whether its leadership. is now to he collective
or whether-a new. Stalin will: emerge; whether: it foymally

be caoperative or not, makes . little nltimate dxﬁemme

- stands for hosulity or coexistence, whether it pt‘m‘hiﬂﬁé to -

The party, one may be a'bqaluté]yr sure, will coptinite tn

In puré ndbtiness it can always be counred upan; fa exoeed,
all production sorms by large and- im:rea;m percentages,
The Communist Patty of-the Suviet Unign s the great

Y

genefate and exvide pire nastiness. on a wholessle scal,,

BN Ry



